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,ture of a.substitute, as amended was

“agréed to. |

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. The ques-
tion is on he engrossment of the com-
mittee améndment and third reading of
the bill.

* The amgndment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third
txme

“The bill was read a third time.

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, if the
Senator from South Dakota is prepared
to yield back the remainder of his time,
I am prepared to yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. ABOUREZK., Mr. P1e51dent I am
prepared to yield back my time so that

- we can have a vote on passage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has all
time been yielded back?

Mr. ABOUREZK. I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

Mr. METCALF. I yield back the re-
mainder of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas
and nays have not been ordered.

‘Mr. GOLDWATER. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., Is there

- @ sufficient second? There is a sufficient
sécond.

The yeas and the nays were ordered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall it pass? The yeas and
nays Have been ordered, and the clerk
will call the roll.

The second assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. I announce
that the Senator from Texas (Mr. BENT-
SEN), the Senator from Delaware (Mr.
BIDEN) the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
CHURCH) the Senator from California
(Mr. CRANSTON) the Senator from Mis~
sissippi  (Mr. EASTLAND) the Senator
from North Carolina (M, Ervin), the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. FULBRIGHT)
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. HARTKE),
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Hup-
pLESTON), the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. HUMPHREY) the Senator from
Magssachusetts (Mr KeENNEDY), the Sen-
ator from Washington (Mr. MAGNUSON),
the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr, Pas-
TORE), the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
STEVENSON) the Senator from Missouri
(M. SYMINGTON) and the Senator from
New Jersey (Mr. WILLIAMS) are necés-
sarily absent.

I further announce that the Senator
from Georgia (Mr. TaLMsDGE) is absent
on official business.

I further announce that, if present and
voting, the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr, PasTORE), the Senator from Wash-
ington (Mr. MacNusoN), the Senator
from Massachusetts (MT, KENNEDY) and

the Senator from Minnesota (Mr, Hum-
PHREY) would edch vote “yea.”

Mr. GRIFFIN, I announce that the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. BELLMON),
the Senafor from Massachusetts (Mr.
BrookE), the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. CASE) the Senator from Néw Hamp-
shire (Mr. CorToN), the Senator from
Nebraska (Mr. CURTIS) the Senator
from Maryland (Mr. MAT]{IAS) the Sen-
dator from Delaware (Mr. ROTH) the

. Senator from Virginia (Mr. WILLIAM L.
ScorD), and ‘the Senator from South
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Carolina (Mr. 'THURMOND) are heces-
sarily absent.

T also announcs that the Senator from
Illinois (Mr. Przcy) and the Senator
from Ohio (Mr. Tarr) are absent on
official business.

I further anncce that, if present and
voting, the Senaisr from South Carolma
(Mr. TaurMoND! woluld vote “yea.”

The result wis announced-—yeas 72,
rays 0, as follow:=:

IN—'). 510 Leg.]
Y HAS—T72
Abourezk Gelawater Metzenbaum
Aiken Girvel Mondale
Allen Cir gin Montoya
Baker GUu ey Mosis
Bartlett it Muskie
Bayh Hs Nelson
Beall Hesk Nunn
Bennett Hasield Packwood
Bible Ha’ mway Pearson
Brock He!: Pel.
Buckley Ho lings Proxmire
Burdick Hr: =ka Randolph
Byrd, Huzhes Riticoff
Harry F., Jr. Incuye Schiwelker s

Byrd, Robert C, Jackson Scctt, Hugh
Cannon - Javits Sparkmarg
Chiles Jot aston Stafford 3
Clark 1.6y 5 Stennis
Cook M osfleld Steyens
Dole Melellan Tower
 Domenici M ilure Tunney
Dominick Mrriee Wellcker
Eagleton Mefiovern Young
Fannin M- Intyre i

Fong Mo sealf !

NAYS3-—-0
NOI VOTIN G—28

Bellmon Er- Roh
Bentsen e wright Beott,
Biden Hiiztke 1villia .
 Brooke Hddleston Stevensorg
Case ’ Hi:mphrey Symingtol
Church Koonedy Talt 7
Cotton M nuson Ta.madg#
Crangton M:=ihias Thurmoxg
curtis Pr - .ore Wiillama?
Eastland Peroy 3

So the bill (.. 10337) was pagsed.
The title was amended so as t§ read:
“An act to provide for final setflement
of the conflictiiy rights and interests of
the Hopi and iavajo Tribes tg and in
lands lying within the joint usé€ area of

the reservation sstablished by the Execu-
tive order of Iiecember 16, 1882, and
lands Iying within the reservation

created by the act of June 14, 1934, and
for other purpses.’

[EmE——

AMENDMENT OF THE EXPORT-IM-
" PORT BAN%. ACT-——CONFERENCE
REPORT

Mr. MANSFILD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous ¢orsent that the Senate re-
turn to the consideration of the confer-
ence report on tne Export-Import Bank.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The con-
ference report on H.R. 15977, will be

-stated.

The assistan! legislative clerk read as
follows:

The committer of conference on the dis-
sgreeing votes ni the two Houses on the
amendment of 1e Senate to tae bill (HR.
15977). to amond the Export-Import Bank
Act of 1945, anc ior other purposes, having
met, after full und free conference, have
agreed to recom:vend and do recommend to
thelr respective Iouses this report, signed
by a majority of “he conferees.

The PRESIL: VNG OFFICER. Is there

objection to the consideratior: of the con-
ference report“
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There being no objection, the Senate
- proceeded to consider the conference

report.
CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. PACKWOOD. Mr. President, I
send to the desk a cloture motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Crarx). The cloture motion having.been
presented under rule XXII, the Chair,
without objection, directs the clerk to
read the motion.

The assistant legislative clerk read as
follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of Rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move
to bring to a close the debate upon the
adoption of the conference report on HR,.
15977, the Export-Import Bank Act Amend-
ment,

Bob Packwood, Robert P. Griffin, Lee Met-
calf, Mike Mansfield, Hugh Scott, J. Glenn
Beall, Jr., Joseph M. Montoya, Howard H.
Baker, Jr Frank E. Moss, Wallace F, Ben-

R #”T. Stafford, Edmund S. Muskie,
John Tower, Thoma.s J. McIntyre, Lowell P.
Weicker, Jr.,, Harold E. Hughes, Bill Brock.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the conference re-
port.

FOREIGN ASSISTANCE ACT OF
19'74—S. 3394

AMENDMENT NO. 2001

(Ordered to be. printed and to lie on
the table )
WHY REWARD THE U.N.

Mr HARRY F. BYRD, JR. Mr, Presi-
dent, the American Ambassador to the
United Nations and such distinguished
U.S. Senators as HuserT H. HUMPHREY
of Minnesota and GaLE W. McGEeE of
Wyoming have taken the view that, to
use Senator HUMPHREY’S words:

The United Nations Charter as adopted by
the Congress of the United States and rati-
fled by the Senate, has the same standing
as a provision of our Constitution. It is a
pupreme law of the land.

Of course, I totally reject such an ex-
tremist view.

But if there is widespread belief that
United Nations actions is legally binding
on the United States, I would think that
even the most ardent advocates of world
government would begin to have second
thoughts as the result of U.N. activity
during the month of November, .

First, the United Nations ousted a le-
gitimate member, South Africa, because
of that country’s internal policies. This is
in specific violation of the U.N. Charter
which prohibits interference in the do-
mestic affairs of & member state.

Then having silenced the voice and
vote of a duly constituted member, the
United Nations followed that up the next

_day with this action: It provided a for-

um and treated as it would a head of
state the leader of a terrorist group
known as the Palestine Liberation Or-
ganization. The PLO not only objects to
the internal policies of a United Nations
member and sovereign state, Israel, but
actually challenges its existence as a na-
tion. In addition, the U.N. gave the ter-
rorist organization official observer
status.

A militant, unreasonable majority
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the facts, te And out who lived on. the
lansd In 1834, and to make the determina-
tion as & result of that Investigation.

I reserve the remainder of my time.
. Mr. President, before the
issue is brought ta a cluse,

I would Iike extend my appreciation
to the minority 's of our commit-
tee for their t work and aitend-
ance at committdy hearings, and e

(Mr. DARTLETT) was eRfremely helpiul,
and also my colleague fr Arlzona (Mr
GoOLDWATER), who Is prob3gly the best-

versed Member of the Senaly on Indian
affgirs. For years he has dealy with cur
Indian people, not only in
throughout the Nation. It was
his great help, patience, and unders

ing that we have been able to co to
many of the conclusions that have 313
incorporated in the bill. L9

80 I pay deserved tribute Lc him, ands

express my appreciation,

From the majority members of the
commit{ee, we have had excclient coop-
eration. The ed Senator from
Montana (Mr. MercALy) not ouly has co-
operated with us in this particular in-
stance, but we have had the pleasure of
working with him for several yeurs on
the Indian Affairs Subcommitiee, and 1
feel that he has done a great service in
taking over a very difficult situation, not
only in this instance but in many others.

I feel that the tributes thal have been
pald to him are certainly well deserved.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is all re-
maining time yielded back?

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I yield
back the remainder of my time.

- M. ABOUREZK. 1 yield buck the re-
mainder of my time,

. Mr. METCALF, Mr. President, before
¥elding back my time, I yleld to the as-
sistant majority leader, the Senator from
West Virginia, for a unanimous-consent
request

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. Mr. President,
1 have been asked hy the distinguished
majority leader to propound the fullow-
ing unanimous-consent request:

That when the Senate completes its
business today, it stand in adjowrnment
until 10:30 a.m. tomorrow;

That at 11 a.m. tamorrow, the 1 hour
of debate under rule XXJ1 on the motion
to invoke cloture on the conference re-
port on H.R. 15977, the Export-Import
Bank Act amendments, begin running,
and thot upon the disposition of thut
vote on cloture, if the vote to invoke clo~
ture falls, the Senate then proceed to uie
consideration of S. 3394, the bill w0
amend the FPorelgn Assistance Act of
1881; and

That at 4 p.n. tomorrow, if the aes-
sage from the House of Representatives
is available, the Benste proceed to voie
on the overriding of the President's velo
of the GI educational benefls bill, with
one-half hour prior to that time, to be
equally divided between the majority
leader and the minority leader or their
designees, for the purpose of debating
the override.

Batl.of those votes wil: be mandatorily
rullcall votes.,

The PRESIDING OIFI'ICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
iroin West Virginia? The Chair heers
nune, and it 18 so ordered.

SURFACE RIGHTS IN THE 1034
NAVAJO RESERVATION

Tie Senate contluued with the consid-
eration of the bill (H.R. 10337) to au-
tizorize the pertition of the suwrface
rights in the joint use area of the 1882
Execulive order Hopi Reservation and
the surface and subsuriace rights in the
1334 Navajo Reservation between the
Hopi and Navajo Tribes. to provide for
ailolments w certain Pajute Indiang, and
{ui other purposes. -

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I ask
unanimeus consent that Mr. Bill VanNess
ui bhe stafl of the Committee on Interior

y a0d Insular Affairs be aceorded the
Worivilege of the floor fa the remainder
o the day.

[he PRESIDING QFFICER. Without
ubfection. it is so ordered.

My, METCALF. Mr. President, no dis-
cussi of the Navejo-Hopi land dis-
putes would be complete without our
paying Wilkute to the dedication and
hard worg the distinguished Senators
from ArizoAa, Mr. Fasan and Mr. GoLy-
waTER, havd, addressed to these issues
over the years

Their work
difficult because’
1ecude in Arizol
{hiey have always
achieve justice a
srouis and bring this

tritzal land dispute to end.

I yield back the rei r of my
tiue. ;

The PRESIDING O CER (Mr.
Bantuert). Al @ i having

emaining
bern yielded back, the questjon is on
agrecing to the amendment of {the Sen-
stor from Montana. A\

The amendment was agreed to.

. . T yield back the re-
mainder of my time on the hill.

1he PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on sgreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from New
Mexico.

Mr. METCALF. We vote first on the
Alontoya amendment?

The PRESIDING OQFFICER. The
Senator is correct, On this question. the
yeus and nays have been ordered, and
the clerk will call the rolt,

The legisiative clerk ¢alled the roil.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYRD. I announce
that the Senator from Texas ‘Mr, Bexr-
$Ex . the Senator {rom Delaware (Mr.
Boan), the Senator from TIdaho (Mr.
CrurcH?, the Benator from Calffornia
(Mr. CransrTon’, the Senator from Mis-
siss:ppt {Mr. Eastianp), the Senator
fromm North Carolina (Mr. Esvie), the

enator from Indlana (¥r. Harree), the

nator from Kentueky (Mr. Hunpres-
ron, the Senator from Minngsota (Mr.
Hyarazey), the Senator Massachusetts
(Mr KENNEDY), the Senator from Wash-
ingion (Mr. Macnuson), the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. PasTore), the
Senator from Iiinofs (Mr. StEVENSON?,

“
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the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Syming-
TON). the Senator from New Jersey (M.
WiLtiaMs). and the Senator from Ar-
kansus (Mr. PrLBRIGHT) are necessarily
absaent. -

I further announce that the Senator
from Qeorgia (Mr. TALMADGE) is absent
on official business.

I further announce that, if present and
voting, the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. PASTORE), the Senator from Wash-
ingtor. (Mr. MacnNusoN), the Senator
Massachusetts (Mr. KenNnepy), and the
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. Hum-
PHREY} would each vote “yea.”

Mr. . I announce that the
Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. BELLMON),
the Benator from Massachusetts (Mr.
Brooge), the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. Case), the BSenator from New
Hampshire (Mr. Corron), the Senator
from Nebraska (Mr. CURTIS), the Sena-
tor from Maryland (Mr. MaTtHIAS), the
Senator from Delaware (Mr. RoTti), the
Senator from Virginia (Mr. Womriam
L. Bcorr), and the Senator fram South
Carolina (Mr. THURMOND) are necessar-
ily absent.

I also announce that the Senator from
Tllinois (Mr. Percy) and the Senator
from. Qhio (Mr, TaFr) are absent on
official business.

I turther announce that, if present and
voting, the Senator from Maryland (Mr.
Matazas) and the Senator from South
Carolina (Mr. TuurMoNnD) would each
vote “yvea.”

The result was announced—yeas 37,
nays 35, as follows:
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YEAS—37
Aboure: X Jackson Packwood
Bayh Javits Pell
Byrd, Robert. C. Johnston Proxmire
Chliles Long Rabdoiph
Clark Mansfield Ribicor
Demeni:t McClellan Schweiker
Eagleton McGes
Gravel McGovern Staftard
Hatfreld Mondale Stennis
Hathayay Montoys ey
(3 Muskie Weicker
Hughbes Nelson
Incuye Nunn
NAYS—35
Alken Cannon Helms
Allen Cook Hruska |
Baker Dole McChure
Bartlet: Domlinick McIntyre
Fannin ;
Bennett Fong Metzenbaum
Bible, Goldwster 088
Brock Grimn
Buckley Gurney Soott, Hugh
Burdick Hangen Stevens
Byrd, Hart Tower
Harry F., Jr. Haskell Young
NOT VOTING-—28
Bellmon Brvin Roth
Bentser Pulbright Scott,
Biden Hartke William L.
Brooke Huddieston Stevenson
Case Humphrey Symington
Church Rennedy Taft
Cotton USONL Talmadge
Cransto1 Mathias Thurmond
Curtis Williams
Eastiand Percy

80 Mi1. MONTOYA'S amendment, as mogd-
ified, was agreed to. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no: further amendment to be pro-
posed, the question is on agreeing to the
commiiice amendment in the nature of
a substitute, as amended.

The committee amendment in the na-
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within the United Nations is running
tpupHshod over the principles and char-
* ter of the world organization.

e

' 1.speak as one who over the years has
supported the United Nations Indeed, 1

. have. felt a personal rapport with the
world organization, having réturned
from Okinawa in the far Pacific in World
Wayr IT on the same day the United Na-
tlons 'wag formed. ‘

As a young navil offlcer who had seen
4 years of war, it was my deep hope that
the new world organization would make
#t urinecessary for young Americans of
the future to go to foreign lands to fight.

But, alas, what a disappointment the
United Nations has been.

During the 29 years that have passed
since its formation, its character and
composition have changed radically.

Originally having a membership of 51
.eountries, all with long-established rec-
ords of government, it now has 138 mem-
bers, most having come into being only
in recent years. .

It is dominated by the African, Aslan,
‘and Communist bloc nations, which have
64 percent of the total membership.

The United States is pathetic in its
importance. On the motion to oust South
Africa, which the United States strongly

opposed, our country was able to muster

only 22 votes—against 91 affirmative
votes. o '

On the resolution permitting the ter-
rorist Arafat to address the United Na-
tions, the United States found itself with
only three allies—with 105 nations in
opposition. On the motion to give official
observer status to the Arafat group, the
vote was 95.to 17. )

The United States, which puts up most
of the money to run the world organiza-

‘tion, and which has been shamelessly
courting the' African and Asian nations,
has received in return nothing but
contempt.

Perhaps United Nations members re-
call that the United States in 1966 sup-
ported a clear violation of the United
Nations Charter—by voting an embargo
on trade with Rhodesia.

The late Secretary of State Dean
Acheson accurately called the U.N. action
“pare-faced agegression, unprovoked and
unjustified by a single legal or moral
prineiple.” ‘

The United Nations Charter clearly
spécifies that an embargo can be imposed
only if a nation is a threat to peace,

Secretary of State Kissinger testified

_ before the Senate Committee on Finance

that Rhodesia is not a threat to world

- peace, although he supports the embargo.

I cite my question and Secretary Kis-
singer’s reply, March 7, 1974:

Senatér Bypo. In your judgment, is Rho-
desia a threat to world peace?”

Becretary Kissin No. S
_Bo the United States itself helped lay
the foundation for the reckless disre-

—.gard of the Charter requirerments voted

- by the militant majority this past menth

of Novembper, e

- The United St

TEE%%ET@ > Cha

‘profest othe;
‘example.” T

~. . “The time has come for those represent-

- ’'ing the United Stafes in the United Na-

_having itself dis-
- is not an effective
s choose to. follow her

‘(

Hons to stand on principle; to cease try-
ing to buy friendshij..

‘When the Repub'ic of China was re-
cently expelled fror the U.N., of the 59
U.N. members whe voted to expel the
Republic, all but # have been reclpi-
ents of U.S. aid. Th« total they have re-
ceived amounts to ume $47 billion.

Even now our Stz e Department is not
willing to_be frank. For example, in the
argument against ti> expulsion oI South
Africa, it chose t:» devious route of
basing its case or the assertion that
South Africa coulé vest be encouraged
to change its intei::al policies by con-
tinuing as 2 member of the United
Nations. The fact is the U.N. has no right
to interfere in the intermal affairs of a
member nation—u:iess that nation is.a
threat to peace.’

C. L. Sulzberger, e chief correspond-
ent for the New Yori Times, reports the
domestic policies of some of those coun-
tries which voted 1 expel South Africa.

“The black state «f Uganda,” accord-
ing to Mr. Sulzberg,, “is involved in one
of the weirdest, m»st cruel patterns of
government brutall’v—chopping up op-
ponents and feedin: them to crocodiles.”
Mr. Sulzberger obscrves that “this is not
a lesser sin than Touth African segre-
gation.”

Mr. Sulzbsrger -eports that Chad,
which voted to oust South Africi some-
times “buries Chri:tians alive in ant
hills.”

If other exampl:s are needed, what
about Russia’s brui:.l invasion of Czech-
oslovakia in 1968, or her action toward
the Hungarfans at :n earller dale?

Yes, the U.N. hs- forfeited world re-
spect, even to the point that the Wash-
ington Post, a liberal and international-
ist publication, sugzests that the United
States should susi-ad ifs participation
until there 1s a clizinge of policy.

The United Stat: ;. should demand, too,
that the U.XN. put iis financial afairs in
order and cease Tlying on the United
States for such  heavy contributions.
Since the creation »f the U.N, the United
States has contribiised some $4.% billion.

Of the. 138 meé.bers in the Unlted

Nations, 92 have a:: outstanding debt of
%904 million in bz k dues. The Soviet
‘Union and its two member Republics of
Byelorussla and €2 Ukraine owe $110
million.
" fThe forelgn aid authorization bill—
which thie Senate vII consider tomor-
row—provides a tof 1 of $194,000,000 for
the U.N. This is a1 increase of $37,552,~
000—or 24 percent.

How can 4 24-pé. ent Increase In funds
for the United Nations be justified?

Why should the tmited States reward

the United Nation: with an increase in -
_ its contribution?

In my judgment, the wage earners of
this country who 1=y the taxes will not
welcome such an

I shall give the 72 -nate an opportunity
to express its viv by presenting an
amendment to thé forelgn ald bil, which
will élimindte the proposed increase.

Now is the time 7or the Senate to stand
up and bé countted Tt can save American
tax dollars and Efmultaneously send a
signal to those wh- are prostituting the
purposes of the UM, ’

.creasaed expenditure.
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Mr. President, I send to the desk an
amendment to S. 3394, the Foreign As-
sistance Act. The amendment reads as
follows:

At end of bill, add new section as follows:

Notwithstanding any other provistons of
this Act, total contributions authorized here-
in to the United Nations or to any segment
or subdivistion of this world organization shall
not exceed $156,148,000.

Mr. President, I send the amendment
to the desk and ask that it be printed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be received and printed
and will lie on the table.

Mi., HARRY F. BYRD, JR. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that an
editorial in the Washington Post of No-
vember 14, 1874, entitled ‘“Pretoria, the
PLO and the U.N.” be printed in the
REcorp; that an editorial by C. L. Sulz-
berger, in the New York Times of No-
vember 16, 1974, be printed in the REc-
orp; that an editorial in the Richmond
Times-Dispatch of November 16 be
printed in the Recorp; that a column by
William A. Rusher in the Philadelphia
Inguirer be printed in the Recorp; that
a column by Jeffry Hart in the Northern
Virginia Daily of November 16 be printed
in the REcorp; that a column by Vie Gold
in the Washington Star-News of Novem-
ber 19 be printed in the Recorp; that an
editorial in the Wall Street Journal of
November 20, entitled *“Terrorism and
the U.N.” be printed in the Recorp; that
an editorial from the Richmond News
Leader of November 18 be printed in the
Recorp; that an editorial of the Northern
Virginia Daily of November 20 be printed
in the Recorp; that a column by William
Randolph Hearst, Jr., editor in chief of
the Hearst Newspapers, entitled “A Tri-
umph for Terror” be printed in the
RECORD.

I might say that all of these deal with
the United Nations.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Nov. 14, 1974]
PrRETORIA, THE PLO anp THE U.N.

The United Nations General Assembly has
done something indefensible, suspending
South Africa because an Assembly majority
wighed to protest Pretoria’s internal policies.
Very few states could pass the arbitrary,
interventionist political test which the ma-
jority applied to South Africa. What states
have not, in the eyes of their adversaries,
infringed on human rights or held on to
territory not properly their own? The Soviet
Union, for instance, has over time taken
territory from some 15 of the 18 states it
borders; it Is, Incontrovertibly, a police state,
All too many African and Arab states practice
at home policies of the grimmest and most
repressive sort. It Is a serious question, more-
over, whether the Assembly’s hypocrisy and
showboating will help or hurt the cause of
racial justice in South Africa. Does the
mafority care?

Needless to say, there is not the slightest
Justification in the U.N. Charter for the As-
sembly’s action in suspending Pretoria for
this current session. On the contrary, the
fundamental principle of unlversality has
been - violated—the very principle which,
many had hoped, had been confirmed once
and for all by the seating of Peking. The
United States and 21 other members voted
against suspension, We wonder, however, if
the United States does not condone the
Assembly action—and thereby encourage the
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Assembly to use the same tactic again, per-
haps next agairst Israel—by continuing to
participate in the work of this Assembly
session, For the Upited States to suspend
iis perticipation until the principls of uni-
versality had been reafirmed would add sub-
stance to {ts bellef in that principle, as no
mpeach or vote can, Self-suspension wowld
no more amount to approval of South African
&partheid than participation would amount
to epproval of, say, the slave trade in Saud!
Arabia. The United States could continue
its work in other branches of the United
Nations, Such a step would be criticized by
some other nations, and it would probably
nourish—1to the detriment of other American
interests—the neo-lsolationist current in
Amecrican life. It would be, in short, a difficuls
and important deciston.

Meanwhile, students of internstional life
can contemplate this spectacle: On one day
the General Assembly removes the seat, and
sllences the voice and vote, of & duly con-
stituted member, a sovereign state, whose
domestic policles 1t professes to abhor. On
the very next day, the same Assembly gives
& hearing to the chief of the Palestine Lib-
eration Organization—an cutfit that is not
content merely to object t¢ the internai
policies of mnother member and sovereign
state, Israel, but actually challenges its very
eXistence as a nation. For all that Yasser
Aratat's speech yesterday was a distinet dis-
appeintment to those who hope he will con-
tribute constructively to a Mideast settle-
ment, we happen to belleve it Is better to
impose upon the PLO the responsibility of
operating within a political forum then to
leave it with no percelved alternative to
terror. The very same logic, however, should
be applied to Pretoria. The PLO and Pretoria
both have their respective places—the former
a8 a guest, the latter as a member—in the
General Assembly, and for exactly the same

Treagon: so that they can betier be held to
the standards of responslibility and respecta-
bility which, ideally, the international com-
munity upholds,

{Prom the New York Times, Nov. 16, 1074}
BENDING THE RULES oF THE UN.
(By C. L. SBulzberger)

Paris—~Twice this week the United Na-
tlons bent its traditions, if not Its rules, first
by Inviting the head of a political movement,
Yasir Arafat, to address its General Assembly
a8 If he represented s government: and sec~
ond by suspending South Africa’s participas
tion in the current session.

The chiefs of the Algerian, Cypriote and
Mozambique guerrilla movements never wers
recelved—or even aspired to that bonor. Yet
Mr. Arafat staged a triumphant entry. A care-
ful reading of the U.N. Charter shows no
clause gpecifically barring participation-—
when invited—of a nonmember or a non-
state, but it hagn't occurred before.

The case of Bouth Africa iz different al-
though the two examples are Implicitly re-
lated Both stem from the preponderant fact
of today’s Assembly composition: a heavy
majority of votes from the underdeveloped
“third world,” actively endorsed (despite
thelr own rivalry) by Russia and China.

Gone are the days when, as with Korea, a
strong pro-U.S. bloc could swing the interma-~
tional organization behind it.

United States diplomacy in ihe third world
hes been proven politically bankrupt.

American money helped put one after an-
other former colony on its feet but Amer-
ican policy sought to compose so many con-
tradictations and was often so ineptly ex-
pressed that its influence declined to virtu-
ally nil. Thus, for example, we ars today in
the position of being disliked in varying
degree by India, Pakistan and Bangladesh.

There must be something wrong with our
formulations If {while requesting more aid)
80 many nations oppose us. China, by con~

trast, bus deliberately courted Afro-Aslan
favar and, with slight expenditure, has made
great headway.

The United States opposition to Arafat's
appearaiice at the UN. conme as no surprise
bLecause of our support for Ysrael. Washing-
ton also opposed thie Assanbly's suspension of
South Atrica.

In that action the U.N. lgnored its con-
stitution. Article Five stipulates that a sus-
pension must be recommended by the Secu-
rity Council. This was not done with South
Africa. Moreover, one 1nust review the roll of
moral offenders during the UN.s history in
crder 10 judge this action,

I hasten to stress that, s snyone who has
reat 1my dispatches ali these years must
know, 1 have constanily opposed bigotry or
rwlsm in any form and specifically de-
iounced Pretoria’s palicy of apartheid.

Right now, nevertheless, the black state of
Uganda (which sits In the Assembly) is in-
volved in one of the weirdest, most cruel pat-
terns of government brutality. Chopping up
opponents and feeding them to crocodiles is
1ot a lesser Bln than South African segrega-
tion. And Chad (whih also voted) some-
times buries Christians allve in anthilla.

When Stalin still ruled Russia, miflions of
it3 peopie were In prison camps or execution
cellars. This was widely khown even though
Solzhenitsyn's "Gulag Archipelago” had yvet
to be written. But Russia remained a pillar
of the UN,

While thousands of Rumanians were dying
along the fevered Danube-Black Sea canal,
no one talked of “suspension.” After Russia
and i} allles invaded Czachoslovakia in 1968—
or Britain, France and Iseael invaved Egypt
in 19866—they stayed in the U.N. without
more than s fut-tut,

Portugual ran a fuli-scale, three-pronged
colonial war; Haitl was bullfed by murderous
tontons n.acoutes of Papa Doc Duvalier; and
Indonestans (in 1965-66) slaughtered some
350.000 to 500,000 ‘‘Communists™ {mostly
Chinese minority), sometumos playing foot-
bull with tiheir heads. All stayed in the
Unitod Nations,

If an International organization intends to
practice falr play-—& basic cbjective of the
U.N--—it should do 36 toward all. The dic-
wates of » majority according to its prejudices
oue year should not sutomsatically be em-
bodied as a precedent for the future.

It might have been wlser to postpone Mr.
Arafat’s speech until he had formed a gov-
ernment in exile” His global standing re-
Inains to be formalized ahd one may only
pray {dublously) that arguing his case be-
fore the Assembly may lessen the posstbility
of another Middle East war, If such proves
true, It will seem unfortunate that similar
appearances weren’t encouraged for earlier
do facto politics! leaders,

To “*suspend” South Africa 15 unfair emo-
tionalism and as segregationist on a world
scale as the silly, crusl discrimination that
country practices at home. Above all, it waa
uot only lilogical to oust the Pretorla Gov-
ernment at a moment when it is showing
serfous signs of reform but biatantly unjust
in terms of all other transgressors, and
present, who have smilingly kept ahd still
keep their seats In po-called respectability’s
greatest club.

[From the Richmond Times-Dispatch,
Nov. 18, 18741
HITLER AND THE UIN

It the spectacie at the Unitad Nations this
week did not shock and disgust many Amer-
fcans, then Americans hive besome too jaded
by varied atrocities to he shocked and dis-
gusted by anything.

Theré was Yasir Ara’at. tne Palestinian
terrorist leader, being whisked from Kennedy
International Airport to the UN headquar-
trrs in a helloopter of the United States
Army. Yasir Arafat and his entourage of

-
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nomadic gunmen being protected by more
thsn 1,000 American security officers, fed-
eral and local,

This 18 the same Yasir Arafat who has
been accused of giving the orders to the
Black September thugs who murdered Amer.
fcan Ambassador Cleo A. Noel, American
charge d'affaires George C. Moore, and Bel-
glan charge d'affaires Guy Eid in the Saudi
Arabian embassy at Khartoum, the Sudan,
on March 2, 1873, Do we forget so soon? Do
& fresh shave and flowery rhetoric make a
statesman of a pistol-packing desert rat?

Accompanying Arafat wers three guards
who actually participated in the Khartoum
slaughter of the unarmed diplomats, accord-
ing to The London Evening Standard. The
State Department has confirmed that at
least one of the guards—Farouk Al Husseini
—uw a8 in Khartoum at the time of the slay-
ings, but the department said it did not
have evidence that Husseini participated In
the crime.

During his rambiing 80-minute oration,
Aranfat sought to portray himself as a fear-
less fighter for an oppressed people rather
than as & wanton terrorist. It is true to an ex-
tept that one man's terrorist is another
man's freedom figher, and vice versa. But s
guerrilla foray against enemy defense Instal-
lations is one thing: the slaughter of diplo-
mats, Olympic athletes, and schoolchildren
is quite another. Arafat and his gang have
defield their cause by their selection of the
wenk and the innocent as targets.

The UN General Assembly exhibited once
again its own moral degeneration by accord-
ing Arafat a warm greeting, including a
standing ovation and all the protocol nor-
mally reserved for heads of state. Arafat’s
message was clearly and uncompromisingly
revanchist: he would restore the Palestine
that existed before 1948 and destroy the ex-
istirg Jewish state.

Yot, it was the United Natlons that de-
cided in the aftermath of World War IT and
the Nazl holocaust that the historic Jewish
aspiration for statehood ought to be hon-
ored. Palestinian Jews and the surviving
remagnta of European Jewry thus were given
their state of Israel with the partition of
Palestine. For Palestinlan Arabs there re-
mains a natlon today: it is called Jordan.

All signs are that a UN now controlled by -
an. Afro-Asian-Arsb-Communist coalitlon
whose ranks have been swollen by admis-~
sion of many so-called “emerging”’ nations
{(many of them dictatorships) would side
with Arafat in the desire that the UN-aided
cretrion of Israel be repealed. This aim very
likely could not be realized by actions short
of & second holocaust for the Jewish people.
It must be an especlally bitter piil for a
people that looked to the United Nations for
morzl leadérship after Adolph Hitler to
realise that the enemy has now become . . .
the United Nations,

{From the Philadelphia Enduirer])
WHo Neeos IT, ANYwaY?: THE U.N. Has RooM
ror THE PLO—Bur NoT SOUTH AFRICA
(By William A. Rusher)

If I were the government of South Africa,
I would be sorely tempted to respond to the
recert vote of the U. N. General Assembly,
barring SBouth Africa from voting or partici-
patirg in this Assembly session, by withdraw-
ing. from the world organization altogether
and telling it to go jump in the conveniently
adjacent Bast River.

It is a constant source of amazement to
me how seriously the U. N. appears to be
takér. by varlous grown-up countries that
ought to know better.

Since approximately 1860, when it was
taken over by the so-called “Third World”
a8 8 result of a heavy Influx of new ex-co-
lonisl nations that had sprung up in Africa,
the U. N. has served largely as a source of
comfortable and remunerative employment
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. organization from ti ind f
" body like Yasir Arafat, who. is desperately,

who haveé out-

6 citizens of, say,
ably impressed
to treat them

afnly see the utility of the
the standpoint of some-

seeking recognition and national status for

" his refugee Palestinians. But why on earth

" ghould any substantlal existing government
~ glve a hoot what the U. N. does or says?

The latest and zaniést hablt intc which
thig little forum bas fallen {s withholding
of withdrawing diplomatic recognition from
soVereign governments, and/or conferring it

. on_various guerrilla movements, depending
© on_whether 1t happens to Iike them.

Thus the government ‘of Rhodesia has

" never . been admitted to the TN, at all,

though it presides over one of the pleasant-
egt and (for blacks and whites aliké) most .
prosperous reglons in all Africa. And the

_government of the Republic of China or

. Taiwsn was summarily dis-récognized in Oc~

tober 1971, despite the fact that its popula-
tlon of over 14 million people (larger than
that of three-foyrths of all T.N, members)
eénjoys a level of democracy, let alone pros-

. ‘perity, exceeded in the Far East only by

Japan, o e .
~Also, it is quite likely that before long
the Talleyrands of East 43rd 3t will recog-

“nizp something called the Goveérnment of

Namibla—thpugh it will have to be a gov-

. ernment In exile, since South West Africa

(which is Namibia’s real name) is currently
administered by the Republic of South Af-
rica. . Ce e

And it 15 by no means impossible that one
of these days the U.N. will declare Puerto

Rico independent of the Uniled States, and

- aecredit as its representatives the spokesmen

- of the Puerto Rican fidepen

ernce movement,

- ¥Which regularly polls 3 or ¢ percent in ret-

erendums on whether the islanders want to
cub their ties with Uncle Sam.
“:Some while back, Indonesla for some rea-

. son—T _forget what—pulled out of the UN.
- ajtogether, and stayed out for several years.

Switzerland has never bothered to join. Yet

the sun, rises quite regularly over these

lovely lands, and life goes on. South Africa
would do well to consider their example.

- Of course I realize that 1t is useful, both

-~ %o South Africa and to its noisy tormentors

\

‘conjinge for awhile 1o ¢
preﬁl;sgs_py the East River In Manhattan, Its

in the U.N., to have a comfortable lounge or
bar where certain little—shall we say?—ar-
rangements can be entered into, even while

-the yakking 1s still going on in the General

AssemVly upstairs, But is that reslly worth

_the sappearance of importance that South .

Africa, by seeming to care about the UN.,
confers on ttg antics? I seriously doubt 1.

[From the R'Nléhmond Times-Dispatch,

and the Palestinge Liberation
to participate in the General
te _on Palestine-—at one time

es. It sometimes seemed
Yy itself required reverence for
a8 1f_only retrograde types attacked
0 quote Milton, “Oh how fallen,
The UN_may indeed
o _occupy its luxurious

.
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valued technical 8-ivices may cortinue. But
the General Aszem Tly, that erstwhile parlia-
ment of man, has ‘ost most of its political
and all of its moral -lout.

The sudden décline began around 1960.
At that time,. Th World nations galned
a majority in the neral Assembly and be-
gan passing reésolt tions against the West In
genéral and againgt Térael in particular, From
that moment on, ihe UN ceased to be a
sacred object In American political life.

It was indeed = spectacular falling-off,
During the decadc following World War II,
public references 3 the UN as “the last best
hope of man' w virtually obligatory for
American politiciar:z and publicists. All this
transcended partisanship., Dwight Eisen-
hower and Adlai Sievenson. Richard Nizxon
and John EKenned:y competed with one an-
other in their pae:ns to the UN. Pecple like
Chester Bowles, C tian Herter a:ad Norman
Cousins led the cfuir in assorted hymns.

. CAME '"HEE DESCENT

But then the cuortain descended. If the
UN is mentioned ;1 either the Democratic
or the Republican piatform in 196, I would
be much surprised.

- Slnce the eerly 1960s, the UN General
Assembly has prciented to us a virtual
Rake’'s Progress «f political degzeneration.
Recent lopsided v on the Palestine Liber-
ation Organizatior, on the expulsion of
South Africa and Talwen, may make the
Iront pages but th:y hardly exhaust the tale
of absurdity.

Not that many pcople are aware for exam-
ple that last yeas = General Assembly ap-
proved by & vote ¢ L05-5, & real squeaker, a
report of its Com:nittee on Colonialism de-
manding Independence for Pusrto Rico.
‘There exists no sig:3, however, that any such
position has much support in . . . Puerto
Rico.

- In the 1972 Puecto Rican elections, the
Independence Part; advocating dzpendence,
received p thundering 4 per cent cf the vote,
The other parties, none of them for inde~
pendence got the cther 96. Unlikie most of
the nations voting on the questions in the
UN, Puerto Rico actially holds free elections,
has a free press, rights of assembly, organiza-
tion and so on. The :zole effect of the UN vote
was to give a spuricus legitimacy to the small
terrorist faction nmuw launching an interna-

-tlonal campaign for Puerto Rican Independ~

ence, and claming responsibility ‘or setting
off five powerful kemb blasts In New York

‘on October 27. The r¥eneral Assembly is thus

functioning as a. catalyst for violence on
the part of a tiny fr-éton.

On Beptember g¢. the General Asgembly
voted 08 to 23 agzinst seating the South
African delegation, ihe 1.8. voting No. Now,
it does not escape notice that of those vot-
ing agalnst seatiniz South Africa, many of
them were the samse people who used to
argue that the UN had to admit China since
it “existed,” and si:ice it was better to in-
clude natjons than * exclude them. It would
take a poet with tiw: skills of Dante to give
adequate characterization to the hypocrisy
prevailing in the U, . .

If more Americarn: coitizens could actually
pay a visit to the wuditorium in which the
General Assembly_Zolds its conclaves, well,
consclousness wouli be raised. After an hour

there, you develop s irresistible urge to take
a shower, & moéral :ensation that somehow *

translates itself in':: a physical one. Soviet
delegates arise, stride to the podium, snd
deliver solemn orafions on the desirability
of “cultural freedcin” and “human rights."
Much applause. ifrican delegates, from
places ‘where racial warfare is unremitiing,
arlse to denounce riclal prejudice. When a
delegate tires of ti:is, he can elways go on
an anti-American yr.atorical rampage.
ABOUT TIME

It 1s certainly Ligh time that the last

shreds of moral lygltimaey be withdrawn
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from  this body. Fortunateély, the method is
simple, and would not at all affect the tech-
nical agencies of the UN, which do perfofm
valuable service. It would not even affect
the General Assembly as & “‘forum,” for what-
ever limited value it has as such.

"If the. United States announced that,
henceforth, 1ts delegate would no longer
vote In the General Assembly, that body
would lose whatever resonance it still pos-
sesses. By participating in these votes, we
almost single~-handedly endow them with
what legitimacy they retain.

By participating in a vote on Puerio Rican
independence or on the expulsion of South
Africa, we suggest that places like Uganda,
Albania, Togo, and Chad have a legitimate
volce of some sort In the determination of
our foreign policies and the disposition of our
national interest.

The UN QGeneral Assembly has become a
farce, a moral affront, and, to the extent that
it is still taken seriously, it has become a
menace. We should continue to sit there, and
participate in its debates. But when the vot-
ing commences, we should not vote yes or
no, and we should not abstain. We should
register as “not voting.” That, I think, would
do it. -

As a fine alternative, we should embrace
the sugpgestion of President Idi Amin of
Uganda that the UN move permanently to
his country.

[From the Star-News, Nov, 19, 1974]
THe UNrrep NatioNs Fare
(By Vic Gold)

Much like the Watergate revelations, the
depths of legal and moral idiocy to which the
U.N. General Assembly is capable of descend-
ing seem bottomless.

Thus, In one typical UN, week, South
Africa is suspended from participation, while
Yasir Arafat, complete with pistol, is exalted
at the podium of world peace and under-
standing.

Once the U.N.’s destractors spoke disparag-
Ingly of the General Assembly as “a mere
debating soclety.” In the fullness of time,
that line has proved to be an undeserved as-
persion on mere debating socletles.

For all thelr shortcomings, 1t can be said
of debating socletles that they abide by sin-
gle-standard rules of civilized discourse. No
self-respecting soclety—or should we say, no
soclety deserving respect—would simultane-
ously exclude a legitimate member from its
‘premises and provide a platform for s non-
member whose credentials for entry include
the indiscriminate use of terror to masake a
point.

There was also a time, in the not-too-dis-
tant past, when the standard rhetoric of the
liberal establishment glowingly described the
UN. as “the world’s last best hope for
peace.” Significantly, that phrase hasn’t been
heard much in recent years. 8mall ecomfort:
Even the bloated rhetoric of utopian liberal~
ism has its limits.

Not, however, the double-standard rhetoric
of the U.N. General Assembly.

Consider the assembly’s dua! handiwork
last week. First, that suspension of the South
African delegation from the current session
on grounds specifically prohibited by terms
of the UN. Charter, ie., the application of
standards for entry which constitute inter-
ference in the domestic affairs of & member
state.

Then, having pronounced moral judgment
on South Africa, members of the assembly
majority—which, of course, include nations
that countenance slavery in both {ts ancient
and modern totalitarian forms-—went on to
greet Arafat, the gun-carrying terrorist lead-
er, as one report had it, “like a conguering
hero.”

Indeed, back-to-back within a single week’s
span, Pretoria’s suspension and the PLO
leader’s exaltation represented a new low in
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General Assembly lrresponsibility. Though
not, let me dict, the ultimaie low a8 far
as the 1 of the United Statén are
concernad,

That should coma spywhere in three {o ten
sessions from now, when the same sssembly
majority votea to suspend the U.S, dslegation
~ on grounds of racial disrimination and re-
preagion in owr domestic affairs——as such
matiers are uniquely viewed aad defined by
the adulators of Yasir Arafat.

An outlandish progpect? Not at all. In Iact,
given current trends, a likely one,

Tho precedens for arbitrary and capricious
suspension having been established ir the
South African case, what in the world—in
the Third World, if you will—should iphibit
the legal and moral idiots who comprise the
sssembly majority from applylng the same
standards to this country?

Oh no, you aay. They wouldn't dare. After
all, the Uniled States i3 the UN.s clngle
largest Ainanclal patron, and we wouldn't put
up with it. We'd cut off their funds Ask
themn to pack up and leave. They know that.

But then, comaldering the acquiescence ot
the US. delegation to last week’s develop-
ments, why should they?

[From the Wall Street Journal, Nov. 20, 1974}
TERMORISM AND THRE UN

Word fs finally getting out that some na-
tions, Isracl and South Africa among thewm,
can't get a fair trial at the United Nations,
The currsnt General Assembly President, Al-
gerian Minister Abdelazziz Boute-
filka, has been criticlsed for o series of one-
sided rulings last week, notably the supen-
sion of South Africa from the Assembly, 1~
Hations on Israel’s right to speak in the “Pal-
estine Questlon™ debate, and the awarding
of head-of-state honors to Palestine guerrilia
chief Yasir Arafat.

We, on the contrary, feel some sense of
gratitude of Mr. Boutefitka. He is aingle-han-
dedly dramatizing the extent to which the
UN's original high hopes and purposes have
been compromised. And s realis.ic view of the
UN's limdtablons s vital to American policy.

The dsshing 39-year-old Mr. Bouteflika
personifies the Arab-African coalition ia the
General Asgambly. Thanks to & combinstion
of oll money and Third World mors] suasion,
this bloc delivers at least 70 votos in that 138~
member body on almost anyihing
atrikes ibs fancy, Most of theso recent decl~
stons ware probably fllegal by International
Iaw and UN procedura, but thes is just quib-
bling. The important polut 1s the major eon-
stitutional change this bloc has broughs
about In the UN. It has produced & hew
sart of bicameral hypoerisy.

In the process, the Genera: Assemlly ia
changing the definition of & phenomenon the
rest of us persist in calling “terrorism.” Mr,
Arsfat knew his audience at the UN, and we
are grateful to him, too, for apelling ous just
what was going on. “The difference between
the revolutionary and the texrcrist,” he said,
“Ues in the resgon for which each fighta, For
whoever stands Dy & just cause and Sghis for
the Ireedom and liberstion of his jand from
the invaders, the settiers and tke colonialists,
cannot posaibly be oalled terrorist. . . . Mauy
of you who are here in the Assembly Hall
wers terrarists.”

By reasontng current at the UN, ihe very
fact & “settler-colonlial rezime” oxists
amounts to aggresslon and oppression. and
therelore anything 1t Goes 18 the real torror-
imn,

‘But "national libefation movements” fight
in sclf-defense and therafore have ceris
blanche to struggle “by any nieans st thair
daisposal” (to quote s Genaral Aaserubly reso-
lation of November 80, 1870) . This language
is in the draft of the Palestine resclution
that the Arab countries wIR most ifkely ask
the General Assembly to adopt at the ead of
this week.

Sotae Wosleth diplome.s ey argue hall-
Loartedly ihat sudli strugmis would be lim-
ited by the principies of Lhe Unied Nations,

ansewered

1o struggle includes the astempt to take hos-
ages in civillaD apartzaend butldings. This
sort of incident used to be considered beyand
e pike, but we sre cucfident that in the
course of this week's General Assembily de-
bate, the marvelously fexible Third World
ogic Wil mansge to resd 1t intc the UN

The and reault will be to show for all to sce
that e UN has forsaken its sarly, nobic am-.
bitiona 10 be an atrument o peace and has
chosen instead 10 embracs the foulest means
of political struggle. Its alrvwady demoralized
Zuresucracy will not be able to conogal that
fact from the world st iarge and this in turn
cold have serious consequences for soma
of the technical work 1% petforms—through
e Food and Agriculture Organisstion and
Woeld Headth Organisetion, for example-—
Which does have value,

This 18 o chastoning outwcome for the
United Stetes, which dit so muoch to bring
the stitution into bedng. The UN ezpresscs
hopes knportant 0 mankind, hopes of & uni-
versal worid body, devotad 1o peaceful settie-
ment of disputes. Bves though theee high
hopes have never besn mwt in the dbody’s his-
tory, thalr power has esabied the US to use
tho TN as an instrument of iargely positive
policies. But with the UN itself flouting its
principles, denying untversal mambership,
and eanctioning wviclence for “correct” pur-
poseg, any oonstructive use becomes Increas-
togly doubtful

The U 8. is cantrthuting nearly $80 miliion
t0 the cwrrent UN budges, some 235% of the
total. It might be time to consdder in all eeri-
ousness whather this money would be better
apeint buying food for starving Third Worlid
masses. If the General Assembly is going to
abandon apd terrorism
thare {5 no reason why it shouatd do so on a
U 8. allowsnos,

{Prom the Richmond News Leader,
Now. 18, 197%}
TaR Bapnrr or & OUxw

The Palestine Liberatjon Organization sub-
scribes to Chalrman Mao's dicsum that power
~omes from the barrel ¢of & gyin. Perhaps the
PLO 1s correct.

‘™rst, the Arab stateg decreed that the PLO
should speak at the Urnjted Nations for the
Palestinlan people. Then the UN Qenernl As-
sembly invited Yaslr Arufut, leadar of the
PLO, to present the Palestinlan case, 80 it
goos at the UN, whers & fow years back dele-
wates debated ways to counter terrorism. Now
they have elected to reward it
that rewnrd was the unliRely Arafat—a
phump opportunist whomr no one took seri-
oudy a decade ago,

HEmotions ran high when Arafat addressed
the General Astemhly. Supporters of Israst
turned out massively in Now York Surely
Prestdont Ford and corgressional leaders in
Washington redeived the message: Isracl 18
not entirely atone in the worid.

Arafat’s odd, theatrienal performance was
destgmed to give the impression of modera-
ton. To belleve him, one must believe that
the PLO i3 simply sn aliruistic body devoted
10 the brotherhood of man. Bat Yasir giveth,
and Yasir taketh away: “I ccme bearing an
olive branch and a gun. Do not let the olive
branch Iail from my band. Do not ‘let the
olive tranch fall from my hand.”” Which is to
shy that the olive branch may fall from his
iwad, and the gun will not.

der Aralat sialemsents are equally stern
LtuE, He has eome close to predicting war
wish lsraci on several Xo&sions. And, in a
revealing iuterview with Oriana Pallaci, pub-
isned last, week Iun The New Republic, he
sald:

<
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This war has just started. We are just be-
ginning to get ready for what will be a long,
long war, & war that will run for generations.
« +« What you should have asked is: How
long can the Israell go on? We shall never
stop untli we can go back home and Israel is
destroyed. The alllance of the Arab world
will ;nake this posaible. We don‘t want peace,
we want victory. Peace for us means Israel’s
destruction and nothing else. What you call
peate 15 peace for Israel, and for the im-

. perialists. Por us it is shame and injustice.

We shall fight on to victory, Even for decades,
for gemerations if n .

That is8 hardly the statement of & msan
who lives by the olive branch. But Arafat's
diatribe does get at the nub of the problem—
the. problem of land. The Palestinians be-
lteve that with the connivance of a West con-
sumed with guilt because of the Nazl holo-
caust, the Israelis stole thelr land. Claims to
the land which now is Israel date back to
biblical times, and the claims are compli-
cated. Yot the Israell claim is a3 good a8 any.

Arafat's reception at the UN tightens the
pressure on Israel. Arabs comprise 3 percent
of the world's population. They possess 18
percent of the votes In the UN General As-
sembly, and they have access to many more.
They Inhabit 15 percent of the earth’s sur-
face, control 80 percent of the world’s known
ofl reserves, and it on a see: 1gly unlimited
ﬁgﬂ‘ply of cash. That ofl and that money have

ted the balance of world diplomacy.

against Israel, and the possibility that she
will be ejected from-the UN grows stronger
each day.

The economic strain of malntaining the
Israell clilzen-army is tremendous. Yet that
army stands strong-—and motivated. Those
who underestimate Israel will do so at their
perll 8o perhaps the heroes of Munich and
Maslot must learn again—and agaln, and
sgaln~—that power does indeed come from the
barrel of & gun.

{From the Northern Virginia Daily,
Nov. 20, 1974]

BASTARDIZING THE UN, CHARTER

In a recent issue of his Washington “Ex-
clusive,” Pulton Lewis IIT made this as-
sertion: “The United Nations has sunk to
new depths of irresponsibility.” Throughout
its 20-year history, Mr. Lewis said, the UN
has shown itself to be an “Irresponstble, far-
cical, pathetically inept and morally bank-

rupt organization, which deserves neither our -

respoct nor our financial support.”

Whatever the UN started out to be-—and
no one questions its lofty purposes—the or-
ganization scon got bogged down In a
moress of inconsaistent, self-serving political
maheuvers by which individual member
states dented justice in favor of nationalistic
opportuniam.

The list 18 long and can be documented.
Outstanding among the UN's non-successes
was the rape of Hungary in 1986, when the
troeps of Soviet Russla invaded Hungary
on & massive scale to enforce on her a gov-
ernment completely subservient to the
Kramilln, The UN did nothing while the
sovereignty of a member state was violated
by another member state.

The invasion of Cgechoelovakia by Soviet
troeps in 1968, to crush & move toward demo-
cratic liberalization by the Czech govern-
ment, was & rnore recent example of UN in-
eptitude. Again, the UN stood by and did
nothing.

The UN Security Council ruling in late
196F which branded the little African nation
of Rhodesia “a threat to world peace” was
utterly ridiculous.

The action, in 1871, in which Nationalist
China (one of the UN’s founding nations)
was cueted from UN membership, at the time
Communist China was accepted, was an-
othér blot on the UN's tarnished record Zor
which there was no valid justification.

The UN Charter limits membership to
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bly deba;

‘a0 the ‘UN added a new
1oug record when the
it

al

) vote m the Assembly or its
cothmittees, The reasofi: because a group of
newly e n nations, sup-
pofted by the Arab nations, disapproved of
thé South African policy of’ aparthexd :

-This brings us up to thé UN's crowning
achievement of last week centered. around
“the appearance of the’ Pa.lestinian leader
¥asir Arafat,

We felt that the appearancée of Arafat be-
forg the General Assembly was justified be-

f cause, insofar as the Arab_world s con-

' ¢erned, he is the spokesman for the Palestin-
lan leera,t’ion Organization, which in turn
presumes to speak for the several million
Palestinians in the Mideast, =~ |

The world, cannot continjle to sweep the
Palestinfan question under the rug, It is a
key point in any Mideast solution, i's ‘being
- the case, If a lasting peace In the Mideast is
the universal objective, it would seem that a
UN forum was the proper place to hear all
sides of the matter,

It was not the fact that Argfat was Invited
to present the Palestinian side that we found
objectionable. Where else could it be more
eﬁ’ectlvely done than a UN forum?

What did bother us was fhe pbsequious
:lngra.tia.tmg treatment given this revolution-
ary by’ “UN officials. Arafat rece{ved all of the
porip and circumstance usually reserved for
heads of state.

B’gut so far as we know, no head of state
ever appéared before the Géneral ‘Assernbly
arnjed, as did Arafat, who arrived attired in
bis traditional Arab headdress and around
his walst s holstered pistol.

His' a,ppeara.nce which in bis own words
gynibolized “beating ‘an olive branch and a
treedom fighter’s gun,” was hardly the fitting

appfoach to peace-loving nations, and Wwas

an Inappropriate arrogance which under nor-
‘mal eircuimstances should be enough to turn

_ Off possible converts.

~But, if this show of insolent ha.ughtiness
- ruffied the feathers of UN officialdom we haye
heard nothing about 1t,

The Arafat confrontation turned out to be
.ah ‘unfortunate violation of approprta,te
decorum._on his part. We hope that If the
PLO leader is Inyited back agein he will be
told to leave his guns at home,

At some point, the antics of the UN must
be weighed by the responsible, “peace-

loving” members such as the US. All too

often what occurs in the YN Gvnexa,l Assem-
bly constitutes an embarrassment to the
U.B., someétimes smounting almost -to an
affront to our national dignity.

And, for this we ante-up 40 percent of the
" UN budget each year.

[From the Heaxst new;:papers,
T Noy, 17, 1974]
““A 'TRIUMPH FOR, TEJ}EOR
(By Wﬁliam ‘Randolph Hearst)

Tofty Ideals prociaimed in San Fran-
the world. orgardzation was
e nearly 30 years ago.

e summed up the whole sick-

:seating spectacle for all of us who can re-

ng Te Wesnesday. It was the
pleture of "Arafab, top emissary of Middle
East terror lasping his hands above his

head 11k9 8 Jx'%umphant pugmst; whue a ma-

- pended from UN_
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'jouty of thevGe wra,l Assemblv delega,tes

i; ovatbionl.
momen’t. of historic tri-
er man recently selected
jes as official national
Paiestinian refugees, It ~
v in’ shamé for the UN,
whose 8very pre€:;t of peace through rea-
sonable dla,loguc !d notonousls been vio-
lated by it$ muirdérus gliest.

° Arafat’s lengthy speech before she UN was
hailed In some quarters as surprisingly low-

gave him a stan
It was indeed’

spokesman fof ¢
also was a ne\v

key and nioderate In some ways it was. He .

didn’t, aftér all, B" W up any planes at Ken-’
nedy Airport; Liok l.idnap and hald for ran~
som anybédy while he was in towil, nor
call for the compisie destruction of Israel—
the original aiin ¢ the Fedayeen in his Pal-
estine Iiberation irganization (FLO).

No, not that 1 he demonded was Is-
rael’s repla.cemem by a Palestine state.in
which Moslems, w8 and Christians  the-
oretically would 1 happily together under
his concept of Arii: justice. He was deliber-
ately vague on this outrageously im-
possible idea mig:is be realized. Neverthe-
Tess it wag applaud~d by his supporters as a
stat esmaniike pror iuneement.

Arafat, his pu cheeks shived for a
cha.nge, obviously :greed with them. What
he was holding in - e hand, he sald, was “an
olive ‘branch.” Wj unbelievable audacity,
he pictured his picposal as & kind of noble

. concession.

The true coloft. of the terrorist lsader,
hiowever, were sin:mltaneously revealed. He
gave s grim wardl iz of intensified guerrilia
horrors by declarfi:i;; that in his other hand
he held a “freedoyn fighter’s gun.” “Do not
let the olive branci fall, he sald ominously.

Close-up pho‘cog wphs later revealed that
the speaker was, iileed, wearing a holster
on his belt which ¥aay or may not have held
a pistol. His aides < aimed variously that he
was ‘unarméd or that the holster was for his
femiliar dark glasics. Photographers at the
scene insisted thes knew a pistol holder
when they saw onc however fleetingly.

" Whether he was iugging a pistol when ad-
dressing what is sup:posed to be & world peace
organization really i3 immaterial. The con-
summate ggll inhé:znt in his speech proved
he is fully capable ¢f such an act.

Some statesman:-i:ip! Some moderation!
Arafat in actualit called for what would

<1 and guaranteed by the
red in the icy rebuttal
"1l chief delegate, Yosef
Tekoah. Never, said Tekoah, would Israel per-
mit the establishment of PLO aubhonty in
any part of Palest]

It was like the c
sigtible force colli
movable body, and Ar
ticipated this. In hi: speech he foresaw the
looming possibility i a fifth Middle East war,
which he said coulé end in nuclear destruc-
ton.

More to the point and significantly reveal-

ing what the UN lix3 hecome, the terrorist
leader hinted that Israel may well be sus-
nembership—as South
Africa was earlier it the week by a H1-22 vote
In the General Asserihly,
° And thereby hany:. a tale whose telling is
crucial if the degei.cration of the UN is to
be understood .fylly. When the UN was
founded its General Assembly was “ormed of
countries supposed’; gl dedicatedl to the
same princlples of h manitarian cooperation.
Each member, regardiess of size, was given an
equal vote.

Today the Genera!
ber nations, More &;
gang-ups by small
countries of the s0-0
been forcing actions
sonal Interests by
strength-—even w

brated case ¢f an irre-
head on with an im-

Agsembly has 138 mem-
1l more, over the years,
and underdeveloped.
alled Third World have
#hich serve purely per~
smbining their voting
some such actions not

i
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viola.te UN ideals but its operational'

is what happened this week when the

bloc, Justifiably angry at South
ceontinuing Apartheid racial injustice,
1511y succeeded in effectively barring that
country from UN participation by a tricky
circumvention of the rules. In exchange for
Arab bloc support, the Africans on Wednes-
day rose to cheer and applaud Arafat.

_Today’s UN- General Assembly, in point of
fact, is belng largely run for the special in-
terests of the Third World bloc. This means,
bluntly, tha.t the developed nations which
originally conceived and largely support the
UN ﬁnancially, can be and often are at the
mercy of the underdeveloped and irresponsi-
ble.

_The Arafat UN speqtacie, conceivably,

"might be viewed as s nightmare joke show-

ing how far the wotld organization has been
led astray by its preponderance of small
counfries jealous of the big power democ-
racies.

It could—if the current events weren't so

'tragica.lly serious and threatening to world

stability. At the very least, dll the painfully
achleved progress by Secretary of State Kis-
singer toward compromise in the Mideast has
been thrown out of kilter and an indignant
Israel rendered more suspicious, wary and
more polltically united than ever.

Most important Is the new kind of shame
the UN has heaped upon Itself. By inviting
Yasir Arafat to speak with all the trappings
of a head of state, the UN in effect put the
stamp of its international sapproval on ter-
rorism.

The sickening prestige accorded to Arafat
inevitably and automatically has placed

_world peace in grave new peril.

Personally, I am just about fed up with
the entire UN organization, It s simply too
much when a guerrilla goon like Arafat, who
has no formal standing in the UN whatever,
can get up before the body and confidently

‘threaten to have it oust a veteran member if

it doesn’t bow to his ultimatums.

‘When bunches of Third World nations with
no regard for the legally drawn charter gang
up and start purging properly admitted UN

members because they don't like their do-

mestic policles—then a reassessment of Gen~
eral Assembly voting power and procedures is
due.

Mr. HARRY F. BYRD, JR. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that a
statement that I made on the floor of the
Senate on June 8, 1973, dealing with the
United Nations, be printed in the Recogp.

“There being no objectlon, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

LEGAI IMPORTATION OF CHROME AND NICKEL
FroM RHODESIA

Mr. Harry F. Byrp, Jr. Mr. President, the
press reports today that the United States
Ambassador to the United Nations, Mr. John
H. Scall, stated yesterday that the United
States 1s in “open violation of international
law"” in allowing the importation of Rho-
deslan chrome and nickel.

Mr. President, I think that perhaps Am-
bassador Scall has been affected by the rare~
fied atmosphere of the penthouse apartment
hethas in the Waldorf Towers in New York
City.

Mr. Scall went on, according to the news
report, to say that because the United Na-
tlons Security Council resolution in 1866 had
ordered an economic boycott of Rhodesia it
was “legally binding on the United States.”

Mr. President, let us explore that a little
bit. The United Nations did decree sanc-
tions against Rhodesia.

The President of the United States at that
time, Lyndon B. Johnson, in 1967, acting on
his own, without con.sultation with Congress,
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put into effect economic sanctions against
that nation. The economic sanctions are in
offect today, with ome exception: the Con-
gress of the United Statea adopted legisla-
tion which stated that the importation of n
strategic material from a non-Communist
country could not be denied i the same
strategic material was being imported from
a Communist country.

That legislation passed the Senata of the
United States. It passed the House of Repre-
sentatives. It was spproved by the Congress
of the United States, 1t was signed into law
by the President of the United States. There
has been a court test brought by variouw
Members of the House of Representatives,
seeking to have that law nullified. The
oourts have upheld what the Congress of the
United States did

Bo, Congress, acting on a matter affeciing
our own national fnterest, and taking the
steps prescribed under the Constitution, en-
acted legislation which s now a part of the
law of our Nation.

One would think that the American Am-
bassedor to the United Nations would feel
an obligation to support the laws of our
Mation. One would think the Ambassador to
the United Nations wouyld have an obligasion
to support the duly enacted lnws—laws en-
acted by Congress, signed by the President,
and approved by the courts. But now we and
him making speeches in New York, saving
that the U.3. Congress acted illegally. Non-
senae,

Yes, I think Mr. Scall has been affectad by
the rarefied atmosphere of that magnificent
penthouse apartment that the Government
of the United States furnishes him In the
wWaldor! Towers In New York City.

It i interesting to note that the jax-
payers of the United States pey s rent of
998,000 a year for that apartment in the
Waldorf, for the American Ambassador to
lUve there. Well, we want the Araerican Am-
bassador to have good guarters. But woe do
not want him to be affected by the rarcfied
atmosphere that he finds himseif in when
he gets into such luxurious and sumptuous
quarters.

He says the Becurity Councli decision 1a

binding on the TUnited States. What
he s saying 18 that the U.S. Congress must
subordinate tiself to any acts taken by the
Security Council of the United Nations.

He must know that that I1s not correct.
If he does not know it 18 not correct, he
ghould read the laws and understand the
Cobstiiution of our Nation.

Congress did not turn over to the United
MWations the right to determina what laws

can and cannot. make. Yes, I think
the American Ambassador to the Unitsd Na-
#ions should represent the people of the
Uniteq States and uphold the laws of the
United States while he 18 an Ambassador,
rather than lnaccurately to condemn (fon-
-and condemn the President, who siymed

the bl into law.

Anocther aspect worth considering is that
the legisiation which the American Ambessa-
_dor, Mr. Scall, condemns was approved by
Members of Congress from 46 of the b0 Ktates.
Benators and Representatives from 48 of the
B Staves taken together supporied the logis-
istion which Amhassador Scal! says is llagal.
Congress did not turn over to Ambassador
Beall the determination of what s legal and
«what is illegal.

I happen to be a supporter of the Urited
Nations. I returned to S8an Prancisoo in 1946,
when the United Nations wha being formed.
I caahie back from the Pacific—Okinawa—as a
na¥al officer, I held high hopes that the world
organization being formed In 1945 In San
Francisco would bring about world pesca.

Things have changed grestly since then. At
that ttme 51 nations were members of the
United Watfons, all of them having » long
history of established ent. Now. 132
natlons are members, most of them heaving

hod very littie experience in seli-government,
niul very few of them being in a position to
attempt to tell the rest of the aations of the
world how 10 handle theis »wn problerns.

Be that w3 it may, it is discoaraging to me
when the American Ambastador to the
Ualted Natlions makes a public speech in
New York, sayipg thet Congress acted flle-
pdly in passing leglslation afocting 188 own
doniesiic problems, its own domestic needs.

‘The first obligation of the of the
Uniwed Btates i3 to the paople of the Unlted
Hiates. The first obligation of our Ambassa-~
dor to the United Natiotw is to support the
w3l of the United States.

Mr. HARRY P. BYRD, JR. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that a
speach that I made in the Senate on
June 14, 1973, be printed in the Recorn,

There belng 1o objection, the speech
was ordered fo be prinzed in the Rxcorbp,
a5 follows:

BANCTIONS AGAINST RHODESIA

My, Hamay P. Bysp, Jsz Mr. President,
on June 1, in New York (ity, Ambassador
John Hcall, 0.8 Representative to the United
Nationas, delivered an address. This address
wns published in the ConNearsmoNAL RECORD
of Wednesday, June 13, st the request of the
distinguished senior Senator from Wyomlng
(Mr. McGEx).

Thos nddress of Ambuswgdor Scall dealt
with the United Nations. It was deltvered
hofors an sudlencs of interested in
the world organization. I have read this ad-
dress carefully, With the exoeption of two or
thres paragraphs, it is & speech thet I could
comfortably have deliversd myself.

Mr. Scalt in the courss of his remarks
gtated that as & newly returned young war
cnrrespondent, he got back to the Urlted
Siates about the thme that the United Na-~
tions was Tormed in Sap Prancisco in 1945,

I had a similar exporiencs as & young naval
oificer. 1 returned from Oltinawd to San Fran-
ri3co at the time the Usited Nations Con-
ferenco thers was in progress. Bo both of us
dersloped nn early interest 'n this world
arganizatlon—an interert that both of us
hinve kept through *he Years.

Thoy M. Scall says:

“Tt 12 & truism to say that the world com-
munity, and particularly the Ametican poo-
pie, have boen disappointod in.the achleve-
meits of the United Nations thus far.”

I concur in that view. I rnust say that I
have been disappoinied in the achlevementa
of the Tni:ed Natices, Just as Ambassador
Saail todicntes that he has heen disappolnted.

Cvorall, T think it 15 8 gnod speech. It I8 a
rareful, well-written address, and very sin-
cere, The aspeot of it with which I do not
agrae cohsiste of oniy two paragraphs—with
the reat of the speech T am in full agree-
ment—wherein Ambassador Boalt attacks the
Congraes of the Unitad States because of leg-
weinston which the Copgress passed 2 years
mire,

The legisiatlon under attack by Ambnssa-
dor Scell permits the iImportation of chrome
froin Rhedesia under certaln conditions, and
s a0 doing 1t sets aside the embargo placed
sy trede with Rhotesia insofar as the im-
portatis: chrome is concerned.

Mr. Senll is eareless with his facts. He says:

“At that time, nexrly two years ago, Con-
yream passed legisiution mmking it impos-
sibige™

1 am resding from: his speech—

“for the executive branch to prevent importa-
tion of chrumxe and othor strategic commodi-
ties from lihodesis, a8 requlred by the Secu-
rity Council”

Mr. Scali i not factusily correct. He 18
inearrect. The legislativn d4ld' not make it
frapossible for the executive hHranch to pre-
vant tmportation from” Rhodosia,

What the legisiation &id say—and T would
supgest that Ambessador Scali get a copy of

-~
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it and read 1t—is that the importation of
chrofce from a Preo World country cannot
be prohibited if that same strategic material
1s baing imported from a Communist-domi-
natetl country, in this case Russia.

So ‘f the President of the United States
does .ot want to have chrome imported fromn
Rhodesia, he can stop the importation of
chroine from Russia. In that case, the law
which Congresa passed would not be effec-
tive, 30 there is & way, if the President of
the United States so desires, that the im-«
portation of this strategic material from
Rhodeaia can be prevented.

That 1s a relatively minor point. That
is not the reason why I am calling atten-
tioh to Asnbassador Scall’s speech today. 1
think he ought t0 get his facts straight.

But that is not the principal reason I
am faking the floor. The reason I am taking
the floor today ls this: He says that the
actior. of the Becurity Council of the United
Nations is legally binding on the United
Btates. He condemns Congress for doing what
he s4y8 i in open violation of international
law. Iot us see first what is this open viola-
tion of international law.

Cungress taking note of the embargo put
on trade with Rhodesia, and noting that
the bulk of the world’s chrome supply is in
Rhodinsia, and noting as o result of the em-
bargo the United States was forced to rely
on Communist Russia for & majority of its
chrome {mports, passed legisiation which
staies ihat the President cannot prohibit
the immportation of strategic material from
a non-Communlist country if the same mate-
rial 13 belng imported from a Commaunist
country. .

Yot the Ambassador to the United Nations
says that the Congress acted illegally. He
is wrong, Our Ambassedor to the United Na-
tions, Mr. John Bcall, says that the position
of tho Security Council in regard to the em-

on trades with Rhodesia *“is legally
binding on the United States.” Nonsense.

Has Congress abdicated its right to pass
Iaws for the benefit of the people of America,
and ‘given that righi to the United Nations
In New York? Ambassador Scali thinks so.
Bui the Senator from Virginia does not think

80.

I koow an effort will be made again o
repee.. what C passed 2 years Ago.
There are Members of Congress who take the
same view as does Ambassador Scali-~that
whatever the world organization in New York
says, whatever the Security Council says, 12
binding on the United States. I disagree.

Mr. Scall, in the earlier part of his speech-—
and, a8 I gay, I am In agreement with vir-
tually all of his speech except for two para-
graphs——says, speaking of the United Nations,
that—-

“¥'a did not create an Instant world gov-
ernmant. Instead, what we put in place was
an internstionsal forum.”

He says that we do not have a world gov-
ernment; ws have an international forum;

“hat that international forum can dictate
to Congress; and If Congress goes contrary o
action taken by the Security Council, it is
going contrary 0 something that Is legally
binding on the United States. I submit that
Mr. $3call is just as wrong as he can be.

Mr. LoNG. Mr. Prealdent, will the Senator
from Virginia yield?

Mr. Hasry P. Brrp, Jr. I yield to the distin-
puished Senstor from Louisiana.

Mr. Lona. Mr. President, it was my privilege
to sérve for at least one brief perlod as & dele-
gate 1o the United Nations. I came away with
this conchusion: That the sooner we In Con-
gress, and the American people, recognize the
United Nstions to be exactly what everybody
else’ on God’s green Earth belleves it t{o be,
the hetter off everybody, including ourselves,
will be. What the United Nations really is, 13
cleariy-a debating society. To pretend that 1%
is something else is to mislead oneself.

Pecple generally follow what the United
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“they will be prévailed Upon to
ugh they may 1ot be inclined
ecausé the United States might
he advantage of a trade conces-
C thing that they want

o di ‘other respects. it the idea that
the United Nations has thi§ gréat power to
move the world in one'direction or thie other
is not shared by the rest of the world. They

~use it only when they find 1t to their advan-
tage to use it for their own interests.

The United States; I suppose, 13 the only
nation on Barth that permits the Unitéd Na-
tions, this international debating soclety, to
use the United States. My onily regret is that
T was not permitféd to vote to decline to fi-
nance any more aé¢tlvities of the United Na-
tions. So, I should like to make it clear that
my vote in the State Department appropria-
tion bill we just passed today was dictated
by other things that were in the bill. If 1t
had been purely a $200 million appropriation
for the United Nations, I would have said it

was not worth $2; that if we were interested -

in seelng something going on, we could find
something more interesting than the United
Nations and we sheuld go soméwhere €lse.

If Mr, Scali thinks that the other nations
of the world respect a resolution of the Secu-
rity Council of the United Nations or of the
Gengral Assembly as beifig international law
binding on them, I wolild invite him to go

~ sround the world and find ut how many ne-
tions do regard it as being international law
~binding upon them. I think that he will find
this organization has more refpéct in the

~United States—which pays most of its ex-~

-penses, ‘provides it with’a Home, and spon-
-gored the ldea to begin with—than anywhere
else on earth. B o )

- Any respect the United Nations enjoys
among the American peoplé has déclined
drastically year by year to thé point where I
would think {ts impotence, ifs effectiveness,

~and its ability to do that for which it was
organized in the first instanée has declined
to the point where a lot of us, who had such
high hopes, now Teel we would be better off
1if we dissolved that outfit and put something
else In to take its place, to do that which the.

United Nations Was orgahized t6 do to begin "

wlith.
Bt in spite the efforts of those who did not
mgred With the objectives of the United Na-
tionp, ‘such af the Cominunist blocs, which
prevented that organization from being what
it'could have been, which many of us hoped
that it would be, we Joined in seeking to pro-
- -mote peace, in working together for the good
‘of the World, snd to strengthen world gov-
- ernment rather than to undérmine and de-

‘gfroy it, So that the purpose of the United

- Nations has been 8o compléfely negated by
t_share that desire, it has

“those_who did not share ; .
probably became as much of an impediment
“to achleving what it was organized to do as
fhat purpose.

ot become aware of
fly is, what the
3, I would in-
the world and
¢ other na-
e

18 of the tions
resqlution as b nding
on them. S .
My ‘and 1 would
be ing: many Mem-
bers ¢
thab

Unii

- how
- United, States, feel thab anriot pass
" . legislation here, affecting the United State
gf,é,ﬁmeri d the inhabltands reof, if
uck goes ;
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Mr. Lowe. Mr, P ent, 1t was my experi- =
ence that much of ihe time we spent at the
United Natlons wa- a very frustrating ex-

‘perience and coild mave heen much better

spent somewhere el:c. I would think that
Mr. Scall would be well advised to spend
some of His time reading the speech of the
distinguished Senaior from Virginia (Mr.
Harry F. BYrp, Jr.}. He would find it to be
a far better invesi:nent of his time and
energy than in obgerving and entering into
the activitiés that wccur at the United Na-
tions. )

Mr. Harry F. Byso, Ju. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from Loulsiana for his
comments, In connection with his comments,
let me say that =uie United Nations has
changed a great de:l since 19456 when it was
first organized. At that time, there were 51
members, all of whom had a long record of
government—in many cases self-government,
but in any case a long record of government,

Now there are 122 nations who are mem-
bers, and few of ihe new ones have any
record of governmrut, There is very little
education in those nations. They are small,
which is no fault -f theéirs, of course, but
in many cases they iack the experience with
government even tc zovern themselves effec~
tively. Many of thew, however, ar¢ not only
telling the world l-w to govern 'ltself, but
are telllrig the Uniicd States how to govern
1tself.

Yet our Ambassasr to the United Natlons,
who 1s supposed %o represent the laws of
the United States, rays that the U.S. Con-
gress 1s acting illegn'ly, that we are bound—
the Senator from L« :islana, the Senator from
West Virginla, the fienator from (Oklahoma,
the Sendator from “Virginia-—by some action
that the Security Couancil in New York takes.

‘Mr. RoBerT C. B . Mr. President, will the
distinguished Sensfor from Virginla yield
to me, since’he hagraferred to me? . ’

Mr. Harry ¥F. BYk>, Jr. I am happy to yleld
to the Senator froim West Virginia.

Mr. RoBeERT C. Brzp. When I was elected
to this body, and exch time I have been re-
elected, I have had to take an c¢ath upon
entering the office rf U.S. Senator to uphold
and defend the Ccnstitution of the United
States. I did that :ladly and willingly and
I would not have is any other way. But I
have never yet taken an oath to uphold a

- constitution of the Tinited Nations, That has

not been required -f me. I am n>t so sure
that I would take ::ich an oath.

am nhot wholly against the United Na-
tions. I think it hus done some good. But I
am not in agreems:t with many of its ac-
tions. It 18 a weak vessel. But, that is not
the point.

My first alleglanc is to the United States
of America. On th+ other hand, my alle-
glance—if I have sny—to the United Na-
tlons is somewhersc way, way, way down
the line.

Now, Insofar as TU.N. sanctiors against
Rhodesia are concerned, I should like to ask
the distinguished =rmior Senator from Vir-
ginia whether he Telleves Rhodesla, in any
way, constitutes a threat to the peace and
security of the worlri.

-Mr. Harpy F. Bvy:2, JR. By no stretch of

- anyone's imaginaticn do I see how 1t could

possibly be constried as a threat to the
peace of the world.

Mr, RoBerT C. B +:d. Hag Rhodesia, in ahy
of its actions tha® the distinguished Sen-~
ator from Virginias ran remember, offended
or threatened ithe security of the United~

- Btates of America? Has it taken any action

with respect to tra:: with the United States

- or against the goad name of the United

Btates that woulli be offensive to this

country?

Mr. HarrY F. By:3, J. Not to mny knowl-
edge.

“Mr. Roperr C. E:up. Are there any United
Nations gafictions :zalnst trading with the

/
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much of the free world and which on many
occasions has threatened the peace and
security of other countries, including our
own?

Mr. Harry F. BYrD, JR. There are no sanc-
tions against trading with the Soviet Union.
There were no sanctions against trading
with North Vietnam at the time North Viet-
nam was killing 50,000 Americans and
wounding 300,000 others.

Mr. ROBERT C. BYrD. Are there any United
Nations sanctions against trading with the
People’s Republic of China—a government
which contributed to the killing of Americans
and allles in Vietham? ’

Mr. Harry F. Byrp, JrR. There are no sanc-
tions whatsoever.

Mr. RoBerT C. BYrp, Then why are there
sanctions against trading with Rhodesia?

Mr., Harry F. Byrp, Jr. I cannot under-
stand why there should be. The principal
reason seems to be that Rhodesla Is seeking
to do what the United States did almost 200
years ago; namely, to declare her independ-
ence from Great Britain., Whether she should
be a part of Great Britain or independent of
Great Britain, I do not think is for us in the
Senate of the United States to say. Whatever
she wants to do is all right with me, or what-
ever they want to do between them is all
right with me.

But I do not want to see our country in-
atitute sanctions against another country
because that country seéks her independence
from. the same country from which we
sought our independence in 1776.

Mr. RoBerT C. BYrp. Does the Senator feel
that the United States has been largely per-
suaded in this venture by virtue of its alle-
glance to and warm friendship with Great
Britain?

Mr. HARRY F. Byrp, Jr. Certainly, our dele-
gates to the United Nations followed closely
the recommendations, the suggestions, and
the views of Great Britain.

Mr. RoBerr C. Byrp, Did our friends in
Great Britain apply sanctions against trad-
ing with North Vietham during the years
North Vietnam was killing American fighting
men in South Vietnam? .

Mr. Harry F. Byro, Jr. No, Great Britain
did not apply senctions against North Viet-
nam. More than that, Great Britain per-
mitted ships fiying her flag to carry cargo to
North Vietnam at a time when the TUnited
States was heavily engaged in military activ~
ity in that area.

Mr. RoserT C. BYrp. In other words Great
Britain had no compunctions against trading
with our enemy at a time when our enemy
was killing American fighting men. But, at
the same time, we went along with Great
Britain in applylng sanctions against a little

‘ country that.was not killing American fight-

ing men, s country with which we were not
and are not at war, and a country that did
not then and does not now constitute &
threat to the peace and security of our own
country or of Great Britaln or of the world.
Is that a fair statement to make?

Mr. Harry F. BYrD, Jr. I think that 1s a
very falr statement, a perfectly fair state-
ment, -

Mr. RoserT C, B¥rp. May I say to the dis-
tinguished senlor Senator from Virginia that
he does not stand alone in this matter, al-
though he has been alone in taking the floor
here from. time to time to speak on the sub-
ject. I have been willing to Just to listen, be-
cause I felt that I could learn. But I assure
him thet I stand with hlm in this matter;
and if the votes of the Senate upon several
occasions are to be taken as any indication
of the overall sentiment of the Senate, he
knows that he has considerable company
here with him. I hope he will continue to
take the position he is taking. I, for one,
will continue to stand by his side on this
issue,

_ Mr, HarrY F. Byrp, Jr. T am very grateful

B
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0 my close friend, the Senstor from West
¥irginia. There is no one with whom I would
rather stand side by stde than the able and
distinguished Senator from West Virginin
{Mr. Roprar C. BYan). I am grateful for bis
rernarks.

The polnt that the able Benator from Wess
Virginia raised, 23 to whether Rhodesia con-
stitutes a threat to world peace, gets to the
heart of the probletn that the Hecurity
Council of the United Nations had to face
when the decision was made to apply sanc-
tions. Under the United Nations Charter, the
onty lawful right the Security Council has
to demand sanctions (s to make a case that
& particular country is a threat to world
petace. |

How cmn anyone say that this small, land-
locked country—with a very small defense
force—can constitute s threat to _worid
peace? It shows the hypocrisy of this whole

g.

I have never been to Rhodesia I do not
¥now many ‘Rhodesians, I have no personal
interest In this matter at all. But, 85 a mnt-
ter of principle, I became intorested in this
matter in 1866 and 1967,

I think It is absolutely cutrugeous for this
great country, the Unlted States, io apply
sanctions t & peaceful, little country
which by no stretch of the imaglipation can
be construed as a threat to world peace.

To show turther the hypocrisy, It was Just
2 weeks ago that the American Arnbassador
1o the United Nations and the British repre-
senintive 1o the Unlted Nations vetoed in the
Becurity Councll an effort to apply sanctions
té Bcuth Africa and to Portugai.

South Africa has for herseif, and Portugal
has ror her colonies, & similar phiiosophy ot
government, one might say, !nsofar as the
hanadling of certaln problems in those coun-
tries 1s concerned, as does Rhodesia. Yet,
sanctions were not applied ugainst South
Africa or Portugsl, because the American and
British representatives vetoed that proposal.

It our Ambassador vetoed tlhe propoaal o
Qeclare sanctions against Soulh Africa, which
hedld,anduhevetoedmeproposalwue»
clare sanctions agalust Portug:l—the Portu-
guese colonles of Angola and Mozambique
have the racial elements that are subjoet to
Iaws similar to those in Rhodesla—then, to
my mind, it clearly comes down to the fact
that the only reason there are sanckious
against Bhodesly 18 that Rhocesia is trying
to get her Independence from (Grest Britain,
and the United States s helping to prevent
that from being done.

1 think that is a matter 1o be determined
by Great Britain apd Rhodesi., a matier to
b worked oul between themselves,

What I s deeply concerned about ks that
the American Ambessador to the United
Nations, Mr. John Scall, says:

“The acHon of the Becurity Council is
legally binding on the Unitec States.”

Ha calls on Congress to.change the law s0
that we will conform ourseives to the aciion
taker by the Security Council of the United
Meations in regard to sanctions sgainst Rho-
desta. Well, I sort of hope that issue will
come up.,

Mr. Roszar C. Byep. Mr. President, wiil the
Senator yield?

My, Hapzy F. Byrp, Jr. I yield.

Mr. Rosmz C. Byep. Did I correctly un-
derstand the Senator to say that the actions
by the Security Council of the United Nations
are legally binding upon the Congress of tha
Onited States?

Mr. Harry P. Byep, Je. In reply, let me
read a sentence from the speecl by Ambassa-
dor Scall;

~At that time, the Congress voted leglsla-
tion making it impoegible for the Exccutive
Branch to prevent imports of chrome and
other strategic commodities from Rhodesia
as required by the Becurity Councy, a decl-
sion which the United States voted and

which 15 legally binding on ths United
States.” .

Mr. RoserT . Biyno. Notwithstanding the
action of Congress to the contrary?

Mr, Haagy F. Bxsn, JR. Notwithstanding
thw action of Congress, the ambassador rep-
Ivsesilug the United BStates says that our
laws must be subordinated to the decrees
of the United Natlons Hecurity Council.

Mr. Rosest C. Byep. This should come as
il eye-opener 1o all Members of Congress.

Mr. Hanry ¥. Bywrp, Ju. I would think so.

Mr. Rowear C. Byap. Even thoes Members
of Congress who may in this particular in-
stance disagree wiih the position of the able
senior Senalor from Virpinia with respect to
the mportation of chromium ore,

Mr. Harsy F. Byrp, Ju, Yos.

Mr. Rosixr C. Bymp. Even though they
may disarres with him on that question. I
wondar ow many Members of Congress
would swallow this doctrine that the action
of the UXN. Becurity Council 18 binding on
the United States, noiwithatanding the action
vl the Federal legislature to the ocontrary.
That i3 a nretty far-reaching doctrine, in my
esmamation.

AMr. Harry P. BYRD, Ju. Whnt the Ambassa-
dor to the Unlted Nations suys {8 more far-
reaching than the guostion of whether
“hrome should be imparted from Rhodesia;
mich more important than whether there
should be sanctions. He 1s hitting at the
neart of the legislative systern of the United
States.

Mr. Rorerr C. BYrs Is he not refuting
what he said earlier, 17 I underatand what
the Senator read earlier—and I have great
respect for Mr. Scall I do not want the
Record to misrepresent me in this respect,
hut I understood the able senior Senator
from Virginia to say eerlier that in reading
the statement by Mr. Scali~—-

Mt HaraY P. ByY®p, Je. Perhaps this was
the statement:

We can see now ocelariy that we did not
create an instant world government.

Mr Rosrar C. Brap. Right. Is not Mr. Scall
in another part of his statemsnt refuting
whit he said in that statement?

Mr. Harey F. BYRD, Ju. That s right,

Mr. Rongrt C. Brap, He sald we did not
creptn an instant world government, but now
ive i8 saying in another part of his state-
raént that the actions of the United Nations
ure superior o the actions of the UB. Con-
gress to the contraty, and therefore, insofar
a8 the United States ls concerned, it 18 in
essence, & member of 8 world government
ihat is supreme to the Clovernment of the
United States, as one of the components of
1hat workd governmant,

Mr. Hazuy P. BYRD, Ja. Yes, That 18 what
e 18 arguing in the latter part of his speech.
In the Arsi part he stated:

We can see now clearly that we did not
CIesle AN LDAtAnt world government., In-
stead, what we put in place was an interna-
wWonal forum.

Mr. Rokzzt €. Bvap, How, then, cah the
decisions of a mere internationsl forum be
superior Lo the conirary actions of the duly
constituted Federal legidiaturs of one of the
parsicipants—to wit, the Unied Stiates—in
that international forum?

Mr. Hazet F. BYrn, Jr. To 1ae, it cannot, I
would think regardiess of how a Member of
the Senate or Meniber o the House might
stand on e queetion of sanctions against
khodesia un the unportation of chrome, it
seems Lo 100 that ail of us must stand four-
squmre for the prineipls shat we cannot be
bound in our deliberaiions phere by what
waighi be done by e Security Councl] of the
Trnited Stutes In the city of New York.

if we get to the polnt that Ambassador
b b8 arpuing, T sam not sure I want to re-
& Menber of this body, as fine a body as
., wLd a3 fine a group of 1en a8 it 16, I am
§0ing o voie for the best interests of the peo-
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ple of the United States. As the Senator from
West Virginia sald, he took an ocath to uphold
the Constitution of the United States and his
ohligation is w0 the United States and the
people of the States.

Mr. Scali pointed out that the United
Stazes bas not created a world government.
Ambassador Scall makes that clear in his own
statement. If we have not gone into a world
govarnment, how can an international forum,
as- 1 calls ¥, decree laws for the United
States and dlctate to the Congress of the
Untted Btates what s and what is not legally
birding on it?

1 know .a lot of people in Congress want to
give more power to the President, whoever
he inight be; many people in Congress want
to give more power to the United Nations;
and some In Congress are not particularly
conicerned how "they use their respongibility
and they are perfectly willing to give away
the prerogatives and let someone else assume
the responsibility.

However, how many Members of the Sen-
at¢ and how many Members of the Houss of
Representatives agree with Ambassador Scall
that {f the Security Council votes a certain
action, that that action 1s binding on the
Congress of the United States? I would like
bo;senamucauonthn.uthereismyway
to bring it about. I just do not believe that
the men who are sitting in this Chamher and
the men sittlng in the Chamber across the
bhal:, the vast majority of them, are golng
to pubordinate their own judgment and their
own convictions, and their own responsibili-
tles to represent the people who sent them
here, and that they are going to abdicate that
responsibility to a group in New York City.

M, Ropexr C. Bymp. Mr. President, may I
say that once the American people realize
that that kind of understanding is abroad,
ther there will be even less support for the
United Nations than there 18 now,

Mr. Hagzy P. Bysp, Jr. Yes. I think the
Benstor from West Virginia Is correct in that
appraisal and I personally would not like
to see less support for the United Nations. I
think it has a role to piay.

Mr. RopERT C. BYRD. Mr. President, I wish
to associate myself with the Senator’'s state~
ment also In that regard.

Nir. Harry F. BYeo, Jr. I think it has a role
to play. but I do not think it 1s being helped
when the American Ambassador makes such
a speech. Most of the speech Is good, as I
said in my opening remarks. I could have
dellvered that speech very comfortably if he
had left out those two paragraphs saying
that. the Security Council can dictate de-
cislons Lo the Congress of the United States.
I do not belleve that people of this country
would stand for any such proposal as that.
I beijeya he would be rendering a greater
service to this world organization and cne
which T felt a rapport with, when I came
fromy Okinawa, in 1945, when it was formed.
He would be helping that organization it he
would carry out the laws of the Congress of
the United States and explain to his col«
leagues in New York in the Security Council
and the Ceneral Assembly of the United
Nations that this is a free country and that
we have not turned over the prerogatives of
the United States to the United Natlons.

Mr. HARRY F. BYRD, JR. Mr. Presi-
dent, on another subject, the able col-
umnist, J. F. terHorst, writing in the
Washington Star-News of November 30,
discussed the meeting between President
Forc and Russia’s party leader Brezhnev,
In this column, Mr. terHorst, who at one
time was Special Assistant to Mr. Ford
at the White House, sald that White
House aldes stated that something in the
personsl chemistry of the President’s
first summit meeting with Brezhnev led
the President to accept the Kremlin’s
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I ask una] C
column by Mr. J. F. texHorst capﬁlcned
“About . the Beéar Hug,” be printed in
the RECORD,, )
There being no objection, the article
was ordeted to be printed in the Recor,
as follows;
[From the Washmgton Btar-News,
o i Nov. 30,1974 -
ABO'UT THE Bear Hue
{By J. F. terHorst) ‘

President Ford's bear hug with Soviet party
leader Brézhpev demonstratés that you can
teach & new trick to an old cold warrior. ~

The trick, in this instance, is Ford's will-
ingness to trust the Russians on several im-
portant aspects of nuclear arms Imitations.
The President and Brezhnev. have agreed—
verbally—to put an overall ceﬂin‘ “of nuclear
missilés and bombers and to Ii' the hium-
ber of missiles each_ country Toay eqtip with
multiple watheads., Four things should be
kept In mind about this Ford-Brezhnev un-

" derstanding.

First, it 1s no more than & handshake at
“this point, It may be that a handshake with
the Kremlin, leadéfship is a5 valld as any
paper treaty. Dipiomatm ‘history has proven
repéatedly that formal tréaties also afe more
often honored In the breach than in their
observance,

Secondly, the pact does s1gmfy that the
congept of deténte is still allve and well in
both Washington and Moscow, Neitlier side

© can afford g costly arms race,
_ Thirdly, assuming the two sides get thelr
negotiators to agree on ‘technical ways to
carty out the Ford-BrezliTiev agreement,
there still is the question of verlﬁcation How
. will the U.S. know that the Soviets are liv-
ing up to a true arms Timit?

Finally, the Ford-Brezhnev agreement
amounts 1o an increase in weaponry, not a
reduction, The two leaders may have agreed
at Viadivostok %o narrow the negotlating
gap, but they have not yet agreed to shrink
their nuclear aysenals, The ceilings they
telked about are higher than the numbers
of weapons both sides possess.

For more than a gquarter century, Ford was
in the vanguard of those in Congress who did
not_believe the Russians could be trusted.

. They bemoaned Yalta, Potsdam and Soviet
tinkering with the’ boundalr1es of Western
Eurppe and West Berlin time and again. Ford
led, congressional .drives to lkeep America
militarily strong because of the fear that a
wegk Americg o hob maiptain g posture
of s‘ba,nding up fets for very long.

bottle

: in wanness over
e much, for the
apart at the
beass een the nego-
technical difficulties of,
- determining what amounts t0 irue parity be-
tweeh two greatly different systems of nu-
clear armaments, :
T Veriflcation al, then, as a
litmus test of an; America.n -Soviet agree-
ment to curb the arms rmg. For example,

. duced by the amo::
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how will we know “hat’ the Sovieks won't se-
cretly install more multiple warheads than
the agreement perniits?

- To know this bee.mes particularly impor-
tant because the Vi ivogstok pact npparently
allows the Russiang. o retain their advantage
in the “thrgw Wei > of missiles. The more
of an edge the 530y
the need tc make -ure that they do not ex-
ceed any agreed lim il on MIRVS.

The next SALT pi.:b must be airtight, with-
out amhiguity. Ani the only way to insure
that is for Ford to i::sist on some verification
system that can t€=: the intentions and the
performaince of both sides.

If that comes alsut, then we will know
that the bear hugs hetween Ford snd Brezh-
nev at Viadivostok represent a new reality.
Trusting the Russic s was never a Ford credo
in the past. Now iiat he is president, it is
even more essentia. shat we know jie is going
to insist on cutting the cards Before he ac-
cepts any mucléar eal.

ECONOMIC AJ\! D INFLATIONARY
POLICIES

Mr. HARRY ¥, BYRD, JR. On an-
other subject, Mr. President, the Rich-
mond Times-Disuatch 6f Sunday, De-
cember 1, 1974, oublished an excellent
editorial on the ation's economic and
inflationary policiis—problems, I should
say. The Times-I'ispateh editorial says:
. The most effec:ive way to solve the
Nation’s economic iroblems—to halt soar-
ing prices and roc:sting interest rates, to
overcome shortages and to cornbat eco-
nomic stagnation- is “to put our monetary
and fiscal house in «:rder.”

Mr. Pregident, _} ask unanimous con-.

mond Times-Dis;:atch, whose editor of
the editorial page is Edward Grimsley,
be printed at this point in the REcORrD.

There being no objection, the article

was ordered to bt printed in the RECORD,

as follows:. )

: Caugi AND CURE

Reprinted elsewliere in this ssction to-
day is an article th:nb explaing with impres-
slve lucidity the besic cause of infiation and
proposes a logical =olution. Written by Dr.
W. Philip Gramam. professor of economlcs
at Texas A&M, the nrcticle should ke required
reading for every oiliclal who has a role in
shaping the federe! government's economic
policies—including the President, his ad-
visors and congressgien,

Essentially, Dr. Gizamm belleves, the cause
of iInflation ig deficit federal flnzncing, By
spending more moiey each year than 1t
collects In revenue:, the federal government
expands the nation’'s supply of mioney and
stimulates the dernnnd for goods and serv-
ices. Since demarnd has tended to outpace
productivity, the prices of goods and serv-
ices have increased steadily and immensely.

Dr. Gramm note: that since 1935, federal
expenditures have ixceeded federal income
by a total of $100 hilllon. And the govern-
ment has “financec 40 per cent of that defi-
clt by simply printing money.”

When the federal government increases
its teaxes to Anpnc¢e increased expenditures,
there 1s little regultant difference 1n the
total amount of spending within the
economy. Private spending power is re-
at that public spending
power 1Is increased But when the govern-
ment obtains the <xtra funds it needs by
selling bonds to t Federal Reserve Bank
and writing checks »n the proceeds, in effect
creating new money, there is no decllne n
the amount of mcrey available for private
spending. Instead, ‘here is a net increase
in the total amo? un.u ot money floating around
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'the'economy, anid this, in turn, results 1n a

net increase in the “total demand for goods
and services,” Dr. Gramm notes. And prices,
inevitably, go up. .

Since its founding, the TUnited States,
Df. Gramm wrfltes, has experienced five
major bouts with inflatlon and each has
been associated with a war: The Revolu-
tlonary War, the War of 1812, The Civil
War, World War II and the Vietnam War.
This fifth siege of inflation is the first, he
says to extend for a prolonged period be-
yond the end of a war and into a perrod of

"peace.

And. why has it done so? Primarily, he
contends, because Washington has been try-
ing to substitute money for ideas, operating
on the theory that the best way to solve any
problem is to smother it wih dollar bills.
Ever since the Great Soclety days of Presi~
dent Lyndon Johnson, the federal govern-
meént has been spraying money all ovér the
place in an effort to eradicate poverty and
numerous other social ailments. Many of
these programs have been poorly planned.
and sloppily administered, and the primary
result has been waste. Very few problems
have been solved.

As a specific example of the ineffective-
ness of money alone in solving problems, Dr.
Gramm cited the experlience of former Mayor
John Lindsay of New York City. Mr. Lindsay
had suggested, at the beginning of his ad~
ministration that he could solve his city’s
problems simply by doubling the size of his
budget. But what really happened?

“The day John ILindsay left office,” Dr.
Gramm writes, “his budget was 2.2 times
what it was the day he took office, and by
every index from garbage collection to crime
in the streets, New York City was & worse.
place to llve the day he left than the day
he came. And the reason is that money does
not solve problems, ideas solve problems.
And government has not had a viable idea
in 40 years.”

The rate of increase-in federal spending in
recent years has been dizzylng. It took 180
vyears for the federal budget to go from zero
to $100 billion a year. But it went from $100
billion to $200 billlon in only ten years, and

-it has grown from $200 billlon to $300 bil-

lion in only four. At the moment, Dr. Gramm
tells us, the “federal government is financ-
ing at such. a rate that ... it is absorbing
60 per cent of all the funds raised in U.S.
capital markets.,”

The most effective way to solve the na-
tion's economic problems—to halt soaring
prices and rocketing interest rates, to over-
come shortages and to combat economic
stagnation—is “to put our monetary and
fAscal house in order.” The government needs
to stop deficit financing, suppress the
temptation to apply wage and price controls
—which, he notes, have never worked in the
history of the world—and permit the econ-
omy to adhere as closely as possible to the
principles of free enterprise. Big government
does not solve problems, and “spending more-
of the taxpayers’ money cannot turn a bad
idea into a good one.”

Dr. Gramm'’s solution, however, is not
likely to be attempted until and unless the
nation obtains a new kind of leadership.
Leadership that “can turn this country
around.’” Leadership that will “fulfill the
ideals and aspirations of a revolution which
occurred almost two hundred years ago.”

_There are men, certainly, who have the abil-

ity to provide this kind of Teadership. The
truly troubling guestion, though, is whether
they have the courage to do so.

AMENDMENT OF THE EXPORT-IM-
PORT BANK ACT—CONFERENCE
REPORT

The Senate contlnued with the con-
sideration of the report of the commit-
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tee of conference on the dlsagreelng

votes of the two Houses on the smend-

ment of the Senate to the bill (AR,

15T .to amend the Export-Import

Bank Act of 1945, and for other purpases.
The PRESIDING OFFICER.

What is
the will of the Senate?
M™Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President. I suggest
the absence of a quo
The PRESIDING omcm The clerk
will call the roll.
The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I ask unan~
imouns consent that the order for the
call be rescinded.
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
obﬁction 1t is'80 ordered.
. ALLEN. Mr. President, T call for
the yeas and nays on the conference

report. )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
& mificlent second?

There is not a sufficient sccond.

Mr. ALLEN., Mr. President, I suggest

the absence of a guorum.
- Mfr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
tha Benator withhold that?

Nfr. ALLEN, Yes, I withhold.
. BMr. MANSFIELD. Will the Senator be
willing to make that request tomorrow?
I imagine a lot of the members may have
gone home because of the weather and
other factors.

Mr. ALLEN. I just wish t0 make sure
that there is a yea-and-nay vote, and
that it 1z not passed by & volce vote dur-
ing some lull in the proceedings.

Mr., MANBPFIELD. I agree with the
Benator, and I assure him that his rights
will be protected.

Mr. ALLEN. I appreclate the essur-
ance of the ty leader.

Mr, Mr. President, a
patiameniary mquiry

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr. MANSFIELD, What tlme do we
come in tomorrow?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
an order that the Senate convene at
10:306 a.m.

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL i0:30 AM,

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, in
accordance with the order previously en-
tered, I move that the Senate now stand
in adjournment until the hour of 10:30
a.m. tOmoTTow.

The motion was agreed to; and at 5:20
pm. the Senate adjourned until tomor-
row, Tuesday, December 3, 1874, at 10:30
am,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations recelved by the
Senste December 2, 1974:
THE JUDICIARY
James M. PFitegerald, of Alaska, to be UB.
“district judge for the district of Alasks vice
Raymond E. Plummer, retired.
James P. Churchill, of Michigan, t» bs
D‘.B. district Judge for the eastern district
Hk.htpnvioo Stephen J. Roth, deceased.
- Dale Oook, of Oklahoma, to be U8,
Jadge for the northern, eastern, and
districts of Okiahoma vics Luther
Laohamm.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

CORPORATION POR PUBLIC BROADCASTING

Jack J. ¥alent!, of Tesas, to be a member
of the Board of Directors of the Corporation
for Publle Broadcasting for the remainder
of the term expiring Rarch 26, 1976, vice
fremng Krintol.

ENERGT RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

Rotert €. Seamans, J-., of Massachusebis,
tn be Administrator of Finergy Research and
Development: new position.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTRCTTON AGENCY

Wilson K. Talley, of Californis, to be an
Agstrtant  Admintstrator of the ¥nviron-
mental Protection Agentcyr, vice Stanley M.
Creenfield, restgned.

Froxral ENFROY ADMINISTRATION
¥rank Q. Zarh, of New Vark, {o be Admin-
istrator of the Federal Fnergy Administra-
tion, vice John C. Sawhill, resigned.

Narronat Curprr UNION BOaxp
Fathrrne Ford Vachon. of Florida, to be
s Member of the Nationa! Credit Union Board
for the remainder of the term expiring De-
comber 31, 1978, vice Lorena Causey Matt-
hews, resigned.
NUCLEAR RBEGULATORY COMMISSION

Wililam A. Anders, of Virginia, t0 be a
member of the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
slom. (New position)

Rarpoap RerTmimzNT BOARD

Nefl P. Speirs, of Tlinois, t0 be 8 member
of the Raliroad Retirersent Board for the
terin of 5 years from Awgust 23, 1074, (Resp-
polatment)

IN i8R AkMT

The foliowing-named oficers for promo-
twn io the Army of the United States under
the provisions of Publiec Law 02-129:

ARMY PROMOTION LIST
To be colonel
Abercrombie, Edward, 358»86—8723

Adisib, Charies O, 188—44-8206.
Adsit, John M., 397-28-2973.
Aguanino, Edwin M., 122--20-5324.
Albright, Anthony P, 155-34-0827,
Allaire, Christop E, 033-24-0833.
Ament, Richard (3, 563-42-3251.
Anderson, George B., 845-88-0233.
Aranibald, Norman E., 540-88-1583.
Arsiero, Robert (., 038-20~-1404.
Ashworth, Servesus, 008-32-§918,
Austic, Froddie C,, 282-32-9916.
Bacon, Willls G., 483-43-11568.
Badovinag, Nick J., 565-18-6008,
Baliey. George A., 044-34 -9800.
Baker, Jack B., 514-20-86038.
Baliard, Lowell L., 240-80-0847.
bBarker, Liyle 4., Jr., 353308148,
Bariow, leith A., 281-56-9523.
Bartiett, Gerald T., 546-40-1408,
Taran, Nobert B, 223-38-6558.
Bartos, Robert K., 316-34-7300.
Bartron, Hubert K., 541-28-3184.
Basha, Robert T., 348-66--8370.
Daxiler, George M., 530-15-13220.
Learden, Winston H., $27-64-2290.
Beil, Glenn N., 521-42-0083.
Helit, Charies A., Jr, 173-38-0004.,
Benpler, Richard H., 215-38-8360.
Bern, Clark H, 136-33-5529.

Berz, Izoland X, 473 -28- 3366
Bergeson. Delreed, 519-32-2251.
Berry, Fred C., Jr., 331-84-2308.
Blckston, Walter J., 0782481171,
Bllls, Arthur D., 067-24-4057.
Bishogs, Ted E., 377-38-5318..
Bjorn, Edward D, 131-32-8482,
Blagg. Thomas E., 420-54-0528.
Blaana, tary L., 581443130,
Blanuta, Norman G., 44-38-6170,
Boden, William C., 140- 24-3208.
Boehoke, Roger H., 485-22-6347.
Boose, Gordon D., 200--23-6321.
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Bom William S., 499-32-5237.
Bouffard, Robert L., 198-24-8174.
Enwmux. Ronald N 008-20-5811.
Boyd, Willlam P, 245-80-8251.
Boyle, Dennias M., 178-24-9682.
Bradshaw, Jack O., 316-38-1251,
Bramblet, Willlam B., 315-28-2755,
Brishears, Bobby P., 400-42-4368.
Bringham, John L., 540-32-8098.
Brintofi, John R., 518-26-1548.
Brock, vin B, 544-26-5802.
BmgL David M, 053-28-8480.
Brooks, Buford, 417-38-65219.
Brown, Dallas C., Jr., 299-28-6134.
Brown, Sam A., 527-34-0399.
Browne, Roger J., 225-34-2414.
Buckiey, Paul R., 023-24—-1154.
Bullock, Victor T., 443-33-7043.
Bunker, Robert M., 031-30-2202.
Burbach, Prederick, 507-30-1460.
Burbules, Peter G., 352-24-3058.
Burns, Wiililam P., 161-28-1817.
Bush, Emory W., 339-40-75608.
Bussey, Charlea D., 5§79-38-4703.
Baitler, Jos C., 483—40-4467.
Culiaway, Luke L., Jr., 408-54-6085.
Caron, John A,, 502-22-3067.

Curr, Robert P., 254-44-8234.
Cuarroll, Willlam P., 087-26-3307.
Ca-ter, Leonard B, 550-36-7072.
Chambers, Andrew P., 576-38-3372,
Chambers, John A., 503-30-5170.
Chandler, Edwin W., 2324—40-5021.
Chandler, James D., 407-38-9418.
Chesbro, John 8., 019-22-8644.
Chikalla, Gerald G., 389-36-0820,
Chomko, Gene N., 102-24-8987.
Christenson, Willar, 506-36-2087.
Chritton, William R., 408-36-4238,
Clark, Davis, 425-46-2986.
Cocke, Bugene R., 238-44-0212.
Coygine, James E., 256-38-5813,
Coieman, Alton H., 254-46-0407,
Collins, Harold E., 242-38-8382.
Corbin, Delmar L., 481-24-9796,
Cuitle, Robert E., 235408838,
Crancer, John W., 514-40-3555.
Crlsp, Willlam H., 258-38-56869.
Croft, John A, 207-26-8153.
Cruok, George R., 465-36-6197,
Cuthbertson, Robert, 040-28-2599,
Cutolo, Edward P., 110-24-5186.
Dgnbrauskas, Vincent T., 386-33-3884.
Dgndridge, James T., 421-36-8671,
Denlels, Geoffrey M., 140-24-0584,
Dirling, Sterling P., 462-40-4828,
Davis, James M., 237-48-1174.
Davis, Roger K., 540-36-8500,
Dgvis, Bidney, 161-22-4887.
Dg.vis, Willle L., 246-40-7704.
Dexkins, Peter M., 385-32-5992.
Doy, Frank L., 329-42-8141.
Desatta, Vincent P., 439-44-2903.
Denhrkoop, Clinton B., 536-60-1961.
Deitch, Raymond, 197-24-8338.
Delandro, Donald J., 433-48-7552.
Delaney, Robert F., 087-26-8614.
Denman, Jerry L., 428-50-1086.
Dettmar, Richard P., 076-22-6123.
Devers, John P., 161-268-0440,
Dewey, Desmnond D., 043-24-9018.
Dewitt, William W., 327-24-3424.
Dillon, Gregory P., 526-30-5057.
Dinardo, Nicola, 199-28-0788.
Dirmeyer, Robert P., 462-40-5629.
Dister, Arthur C., Jr., 203-26-8328,
Diron, Herbert M., 462-43-4994,
Dockler, Gordon 8., 513-24-6670.
Donohue, John E, 139-22-1442,
Doy, Daniel W., 532-28-3751.
Duesier, James L., 261-42-4071.
Drexier, Charies H., 357-48-3800.
Driuscoll, Paul C., 516-26-9939,
Drudik, Robert L., 398-28-1145,
Drutt, Clifford A, 442-30-1785.
Dugan, John E., 076-22-4253.
Dunaway. Roy 8., 355-40-0418.
Durkin, Michael J., 194-26-7604.
Edgar, James 8., 136-32—5228

ENis, Alvin C, 420-52-8631.
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